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productivity  of  the  public  lands  for  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  present  and  future  generations. 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
Bnsllocone  Field  Office 
702  North  Industrial  Way 
Ely.  Nevada  89301-9408 

SEP  2 1 201B 

In  Reply  Refer  To 

3809/2850  (NVL06000)  N-91957 


Dear  Interested  Party: 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Ely  District,  Bristlecone  Field  Office  has  issued  the 
Record  of  Decision  for  Midway  Gold  U.S.,  Inc.’s  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  (Project)  in  rural 
eastern  Nevada.  The  decision  allows  the  mining  proponent  to  expand  and  operate  an  existing 
pit  and  to  construct  and  operate  new  facilities  located  in  White  Pine  County,  in  the  same  general 
geographic  area  as  the  canceled  and  partially  reclaimed  Easy  Junior  Mine.  Construction  and 
operation  of  the  Project  will  result  in  approximately  3,901  acres  of  authorized  disturbance  on 
public  land  administered  by  the  BLM.  The  project  is  located  in  the  White  Pine  Mining  District  in 
White  Pine  County,  Nevada,  approximately  50  miles  west  of  Ely  and  30  miles  southeast  of 
Eureka. 

Midway  sold  the  Project  to  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  in  May  2016  prior  to  completion  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  Project.  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  has  assumed 
ownership  of  the  Project.  The  Final  EIS  documents  have  retained  the  name  of  Midway  in  the 
documents,  but  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  is  the  proponent  of  the  Project  and  is  hereby  noted  as  the 
current  proponent  in  this  Record  of  Decision  (ROD).  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  became  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Fiore  Gold  (US)  Inc.  on  September  18,  2017. 

The  decision  of  the  Bristlecone  Field  Manager,  BLM  Ely  District,  is  to  select  the  Preferred 
Alternative,  which  is  a  combination  of  elements  of  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route 
Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route;  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-Route  Alternative;  and 
the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative;  along  with  the  applicant-committed 
environmental  protection  measures  included  in  the  Plan  of  Operations,  and  the  mitigation 
measures  specified  in  Chapter  4  and  Appendix  4 A  of  the  Final  EIS  for  the  Project.  The 
Preferred  Alternative  is  the  alternative  that  best  fulfills  the  agency’s  statutory  mission  and 
responsibilities,  considering  economic,  environmental,  technical,  and  other  factors.  The  BLM 
has  determined  that  implementation  of  this  decision  with  the  identified  monitoring  and  mitigation 
measures  will  not  cause  unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  the  public  lands. 

The  Notice  of  Availability  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine 
Project  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  27,  2018.  The  30-day  public  availability 
period  ended  on  August  29,  2018.  The  FEIS  and  the  ROD  are  available  on  the  NEPA  register  at 

https://www.blm.qov/proqrams/planninq-and-nepa/plans-in-development/nevada. 


Project  materials  may  also  be  viewed  at  the  BLM  Ely  District  Office,  702  North  Industrial  Way, 
Ely,  NV,  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  Pacific  Standard  Time,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
holidays. 

This  decision  may  be  appealed  to  the  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals  (Board),  U.  S.  Department 
of  the  Interior  (DOI)  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals  in  accordance  with  the  regulations  contained 
in  43  CFR,  Part  4. 

For  more  information,  contact  Maria  Ryan,  Project  Manager,  at  (775)  289- 1888  or 

mmrvan@blm.gov. 


Sincerely, 


Mindy  Seal 
Field  Manager 
Bristlecone  Field  Office 
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SUMMARY 


Midway  Gold  U.S.  Inc.  (Midway)  submitted  a  Plan  of  Operations  (PoO)  and  Reclamation  Permit 
Application  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM),  Egan  Field 
Office  of  the  Ely  District  in  March  2013.  The  submission  was  in  compliance  with  Title  43  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (CFR),  subpart  3809  (43  CFR  §3809),  as  amended.  A  revised  version  of  the 
PoO  was  submitted  to  BLM  in  December  2017  after  a  review  for  compliance  with  the  BLM’s 
revised  Resource  Management  Plan  for  conservation  of  the  Greater  Sage-Grouse. 

The  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  (Project)  will  be  located  in  rural  eastern  Nevada,  in  the  White 
Pine  Mining  District  in  White  Pine  County,  and  will  involve  expansion  of  an  existing  open  pit  mine. 
The  Project  proponent  will  construct  and  operate  new  facilities  that  will  occupy  the  same  general 
geographic  area  as  the  canceled  and  partially  reclaimed  Easy  Junior  Mine.  The  location  is 
approximately  50  miles  west  of  Ely,  30  miles  southeast  of  Eureka,  and  15  miles  south  of  Highway 
50.  The  Project  is  located  entirely  on  federal  lands  managed  by  the  BLM.  The  Project  is  located 
in  the  Bristlecone  Field  Office  (formerly  the  Egan  Field  Office)  in  the  BLM  Ely  District. 

Midway  sold  the  Project  to  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  in  May  2016  prior  to  completion  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  Project.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (Final  EIS)  has  retained  the  name  of  Midway,  but  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  is  the 
proponent  of  the  Project  and  is  hereby  noted  as  the  current  proponent  in  this  Record  of  Decision 
(ROD).  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Fiore  Gold  (US)  Inc. 

The  Project  proponent  will  expand  and  operate  an  existing  open  pit,  and  construct  two  waste 
rock  disposal  areas,  a  heap  leach  facility  with  processing  ponds  and  an  adsorption, 
desorption  and  regeneration  plant,  a  mill  with  a  carbon-in-leach  circuit,  a  tailings  storage 
facility,  water  supply  wells  and  delivery/storage  system,  haul  and  access  roads,  growth 
medium  stockpiles,  ancillary  support  facilities,  and  a  69-kV  power  line  that  will  be  built  and 
tied  to  an  existing  power  line  at  the  Pan  Mine  located  north  of  the  PoO  area.  Transformers 
and  distribution  lines  will  carry  power  to  the  processing  plant,  mill,  and  other  facilities. 

Approximately  3,782  acres  of  surface  disturbance  will  occur  related  to  construction  or  expansion 
of  the  mine  and  other  project-related  facilities,  and  119  acres  of  disturbance  will  occur  related  to 
installation  of  the  transmission  line,  upgrading  or  construction  of  road  segments  along  the  main 
access  route,  sourcing  road  base  gravel  from  two  5-acre  pits,  possible  installation  of  a  second 
water  supply  well,  and  possible  widening  of  a  re-routed  county  road.  In  total,  construction  and 
operation  of  the  Project  will  result  in  approximately  3,901  acres  of  authorized  disturbance  on 
public  land  administered  by  the  BLM  on  unpatented  mining  claims  held  by  the  Proponent. 
Potential  impacts  from  project-related  activities  were  analyzed  in  the  Draft  and  Final  EIS. 

Concurrent  reclamation  will  occur  in  the  first  year,  where  feasible,  and  continue  throughout  the 
operation  of  the  mine.  Upon  completion  of  the  10-year  mine  life  of  the  Project,  remaining  mine 
facilities  will  be  reclaimed,  except  the  pit.  It  is  expected  that  the  pit  bench  slopes  will  naturally 
degrade  as  the  wall  rock  weathers  and  erodes. 
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The  Project’s  mining  activities  on  public  lands  and/or  federal  mineral  estate  are  subject  to  review 
and  approval  by  the  BLM  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976, 
as  amended,  and  the  BLM’s  Surface  Management  regulations  (43  CFR  §  Subpart  3809).  The 
BLM’s  review  and  approval  of  a  mine  PoO  under  the  Surface  Management  regulations  constitutes 
a  federal  action  that  is  subject  to  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA).  The  BLM 
determined  that  the  Project  constitutes  a  major  federal  action  and  determined  that  an  EIS  was 
required  to  fulfill  the  NEPA  requirements. 

On  September  5,  2013,  a  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  an  EIS  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (Volume  78,  No.  172,  Thursday,  September  5,  2013,  pages 
54674  and  54675).  Three  public  scoping  meetings  were  held  September  24,  25,  and  26  in  2013, 
in  Ely,  Eureka,  and  Reno,  Nevada,  respectively.  The  scoping  period  ended  on  October  7,  2013. 
From  October  1  through  October  16,  2013,  the  U.S.  federal  government  shut  down.  On  October 
18.  2013,  the  BLM  issued  a  press  release  in  the  local  newspapers  and  posted  a  notice  on  the 
BLM  ePlanning  web  page  stating  that  the  comment  period  was  re-opened  and  extended  by  1 
week,  from  October  18  to  October  25,  2013. 

The  BLM's  e-mail  account  that  was  set  up  to  receive  scoping  comments  on  the  EIS  for  the  Project 
during  the  initial  scoping  period  (September  5  through  October  7,  2013)  was  deleted  during  the 
federal  government  shutdown.  Therefore,  the  BLM  issued  a  second  notice  for  the  EIS  in  the 
Federal  Register  (Vol.  79,  No.  60,  Friday,  March  28,  2014,  pages  17565  and  17566)  on  March 
28,  2014  to  invite  members  of  the  public  to  submit  comments,  and  request  that  anyone  who 
submitted  comments  by  email  during  the  initial  30-day  scoping  period  resubmit  their  comments. 
No  changes  were  made  to  the  Proposed  Action.  No  additional  scoping  meetings  were  held  during 
this  30-day  extension  of  the  public  input  period,  as  the  original  meetings  were  not  affected  by  the 
technical  difficulties  with  the  email  account. 

The  BLM  received  a  total  of  60  comment  submittals  (e.g.,  letter,  comment  form,  fax,  or  email) 
containing  300  individual  comments  during  the  scoping  period.  All  comments  were  considered  in 
preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project. 

On  February  13,  2015,  a  Notice  of  Availability  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  (Volume 
80,  No.  30,  Friday,  February  13,2015,  pages  8107  and  8108)  releasing  the  Draft  EIS  to  the  public 
for  a  45-day  comment  period.  Three  public  comment  meetings  were  held  in  201 5  on  March  10, 11, 
and  12  in  Ely.  Eureka,  and  Reno,  Nevada,  respectively.  The  comment  period  on  the  Draft  EIS 
ended  March  30,  2015.  The  EPA  requested  additional  time  to  obtain  clarification  and  prepare 
comments  on  the  Draft  EIS.  The  BLM  granted  the  extension,  coordinated  with  the  EPA,  and 
received  the  EPA’s  comments  on  June  1, 2015.  During  the  comment  period,  the  BLM  received 
a  total  of  26  unique  submittals  on  the  Draft  EIS  and  a  total  of  253  comments,  in  the  form  of 
letters  and  emails  from  agencies,  businesses,  organizations,  and  individuals.  The  253  individual 
comments  received  were  considered  in  preparing  the  Final  EIS.  Each  comment,  as  well  as  a 
corresponding  response,  is  provided  in  Appendix  7A  of  the  Final  EIS. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  published  a  Notice  of  Availability  for  the  Final  EIS  in 
the  Federal  Register  (Volume  83,  No.  145  /  Friday,  July  27,  2018,  pages  35676,  35677  and 
35678)  on  July  27,  2018,  releasing  the  Final  EIS  and  initiating  the  30-day  public  availability 
period.  The  Final  EIS  is  available  at  http://on.doi.gov/1zAxyW9. 
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The  BLM’s  selection  of  a  Preferred  Alternative  was  based  on  the  BLM's  NEPA  analysis  of  the 
Project,  including  comments  received  throughout  the  NEPA  process.  The  decision  of  the 
Bristlecone  Field  Manager,  BLM  Ely  District,  is  to  select  a  combination  of  elements  of  the 
Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route;  the  Modified  County 
Road  Re-Route  Alternative;  and  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative,  along  with  the 
applicant-committed  environmental  protection  measures  included  in  the  PoO  and  the  mitigation 
measures  specified  in  Chapter  4  and  Appendix  1A  of  the  Final  EIS,  as  the  BLM's  Preferred 
Alternative.  The  Preferred  Alternative  is  the  alternative  that  best  fulfills  the  agency's  statutory 
mission  and  responsibilities,  considering  economic,  environmental,  technical,  and  other  factors. 
The  BLM  has  determined  that  implementation  of  this  decision  with  the  identified  monitoring  and 
mitigation  measures  will  not  cause  unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  the  public  lands. 
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INTRODUCTION 

In  March  of  2013,  Midway  Gold  U.S.  Inc.  (Midway)  submitted  a  Plan  of  Operations  (PoO)  for  the 
Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM),  Egan  Field  Office  of  the  Ely 
District,  in  compliance  with  43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  §  3809  and  §  3715.  A  revised 
PoO  to  incorporate  the  agency’s  preferred  alternative  was  submitted  to  the  BLM  in  December 
2017. 

The  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  (Project)  will  be  located  in  rural  eastern  Nevada,  in  the  White  Pine 
Mining  District  in  White  Pine  County,  entirely  on  public  lands  managed  by  the  BLM.  The  Project 
proponent  will  construct  and  operate  new  facilities  that  will  occupy  the  same  general  geographic 
area  as  the  canceled  and  partially  reclaimed  Easy  Junior  Mine.  The  PoO  area  is  approximately 
50  miles  west  of  Ely,  30  miles  southeast  of  Eureka,  and  15  miles  south  of  Highway  50.  The  Project 
is  located  in  the  Bristlecone  Field  Office  (formerly  the  Egan  Field  Office)  in  the  BLM  Ely  District. 

Midway  sold  the  Project  to  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  in  May  2016  prior  to  completion  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  Project.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (Final  EIS)  documents  have  retained  the  name  of  Midway,  but  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC 
is  the  proponent  of  the  Project  and  is  noted  as  the  current  proponent  in  this  Record  of  Decision 
(ROD).  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Fiore  Gold  (US)  Inc. 
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The  Project  proponent  will  expand  and  operate  an  existing  open  pit,  and  construct  and  operate 
two  waste  rock  disposal  areas,  a  heap  leach  facility  with  processing  ponds  and  an  adsorption, 
desorption  and  regeneration  plant,  a  mill  with  a  carbon-in-leach  circuit,  a  tailings  storage  facility, 
water  supply  wells  and  delivery/storage  system,  haul  and  access  roads,  growth  medium 
stockpiles,  ancillary  support  facilities,  and  a  69-kV  power  line  that  will  be  built  and  tied  to  an 
existing  power  line  at  the  Pan  Mine  located  north  of  the  PoO  area.  Transformers  and  distribution 
lines  will  carry  power  to  the  processing  plant,  mill,  and  other  facilities. 

The  project  will  result  in  approximately  3,782  acres  of  authorized  disturbance  that  will  occur 
related  to  construction  or  expansion  of  the  mine  and  other  project-related  facilities,  and  119  acres 
of  disturbance  that  will  occur  related  to  installation  of  a  power  transmission  line,  upgrading  and 
construction  of  road  segments  along  the  main  access  route,  sourcing  road  base  gravel  from  two 
5-acre  pits,  possible  installation  of  a  second  water  supply  well,  and  possible  widening  of  a  re¬ 
routed  county  road.  In  total,  construction  and  operation  of  the  Project  will  result  in  approximately 
3,901  acres  of  authorized  disturbance  on  public  land  administered  by  the  BLM.  Potential  impacts 
from  project-related  activities  were  analyzed  in  the  Draft  EIS  and  Final  EIS. 

The  proposed  Project  has  a  mine  life  of  approximately  10  years.  Upon  completion  of  mining 
activities,  final  reclamation,  reclamation  monitoring,  closure,  and  post-closure  monitoring 
activities  will  occur.  Reclamation  and  closure  of  mine  operations  will  be  completed  in  an 
environmentally  responsible  manner  and  are  designed  to  meet  BLM  and  State  of  Nevada 
requirements.  Reclamation  and  associated  monitoring  include  stabilization  of  mine  features  and 
structures  and  will  extend  3  years  beyond  completion  of  mining  activities.  Post-closure  monitoring 
activities  will  be  conducted  for  approximately  35  years  following  completion  of  heap  leach 
processing.  The  legal  property  description  for  the  Project  is  summarized  in  Table  1. 


Table  1 _ Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  Legal  Description  of  PoO  Area 


Township 

Range 

Sections 

14N 

56E 

Portions  of  sections.  5.  8,  9.  and  16 

15N 

55E 

Portions  or  all  of  sections  1,2,  12.  13, 2,  25,  and  26 

15N 

56E 

Portions  or  all  of  sections  2  through  10,  15  through  22,  and  27  through  35 

16N 

55E 

Portions  or  all  of  sections  2,  3.  10,  11,  14,  15,  23,  26.  35,  and  36 

16N 

56  E 

Portions  or  all  of  sections  22,  23,  25,  26,  27,  28,  29,  and  31  through  35 

17N 

55E 

Sections  22,  27,  34,  and  35 

Source  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (or  the  Gold  Roc^  Mine  Project  (BLM  2018). 


The  total  increase  in  surface  disturbance  that  is  authorized  under  this  action  is  3,901  acres  (Table 

2). 
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Table  2  Preferred  Alternative  Surface  Disturbance 


Category 

Proposed  Surface  Disturbance 

Open  Pit 

367 

Waste  Rock  Disposal  Areas 

546 

Roads 

125 

Heap  Leach  Facilities 

430 

Tailings  Storage  Facility 

403 

Support  Facilities 

1,519 

Exploration 

392 

Power  Line,  Possible  Water  Supply  Well,  Road  Upgrading 
and  Construction 

119 

Total 

3,901 

Mining  activities  located  on  public  lands  are  subject  to  review  and  approval  by  the  BLM  pursuant 
to-the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  as  amended,  and  the  BLM's  Surface 
Management  regulations  (43  CFR  §  Subpart  3809).  The  BLM’s  review  and  approval  of  a  mine 
PoO  under  the  Surface  Management  regulations  constitute  a  federal  action  that  is  subject  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA).  The  BLM  determined  that  the  project 
constitutes  a  major  federal  action  and  an  EIS  was  required  to  fulfill  the  NEPA  requirements. 
The  BLM  served  as  the  lead  agency  for  preparing  the  EIS;  the  Duckwater  Shoshone  Tribe  of  the 
Duckwater  Shoshone  Reservation,  Nevada;  the  Eureka  County  Board  of  Commissioners;  the  Nevada 
Department  of  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources  Division  of  State  Lands  Sagebrush 
Ecosystem  Technical  Team  (SETT);  the  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  (NDOW);  and  the  White 
Pine  County  Board  of  County  Commissioners  served  as  cooperating  agencies  for  preparation  and 
review  of  the  EIS.  The  EIS  considered  the  quality  of  the  natural  environment  based  on  the 
physical  impacts  to  the  public  and  private  lands  that  may  result  from  implementation  of  the  project. 

The  Final  EIS  describes  nine  alternatives:  1)  the  Proposed  Action;  2)  the  Northern  Power  Line 
Route  Alternative;  3)  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative;  4)  the  Northwest  Main  Access 
Route  Alternative,  Northern  Power  Line  Route;  5)  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative, 
Southern  Power  Line  Route;  6)  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-Route  Alternative;  7)  the  Western 
Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative;  8)  the  No  Action  Alternative;  and  9)  the  Preferred  Alternative. 
In  addition,  six  agency-developed  alternatives  were  considered  but  eliminated  from  detailed 
analysis.  The  action  alternatives  were  considered  relative  to  their  means  of  addressing  the 
identified  purpose  and  need,  their  technological  and  economic  feasibility,  as  well  as  their 
potential  to  address  environmental  issues  and  reduce  potential  impacts.  The  No  Action 
Alternative  considered  the  continuation  of  the  proponent’s  currently  authorized  exploration 
activities  (NVN-90376),  without  the  development  of  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project. 

Approval  of  the  Plan  of  Operations  and  Notice  to  Proceed  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  will  be 
issued  when  bonding  is  in  place. 
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DECISION 


The  decision  of  the  Bristlecone  Field  Office  Field  Manager,  BLM  Ely  District,  is  to  select  a 
combination  of  elements  of  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line 
Route  (Alternative  5);  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-Route  Alternative  (Alternative  6);  and  the 
Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative  (Alternative  7)  along  with  the  applicant-committed 
environmental  protection  measures  included  in  the  PoO  and  the  mitigation  measures  specified 
in  the  Final  EIS  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  Elements  incorporated  in  the  Preferred  Alternative 
are  described  below. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  will  involve  construction  and  operation  of  a  shorter  power  line  route  than 
the  Proposed  Action  by  following  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route.  Construction  of  this  power  line 
will  minimize  surface  disturbance  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  Priority  Habitat  Management 
Area  (PHMA)  and  General  Habitat  Management  Area  (GHMA),  as  well  as  minimize  potential 
raven  and  raptor  predation  of  Greater  Sage-Grouse. 

In  addition,  the  Preferred  Alternative  will  use  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route.  This  route  will  be 
located  farther  from  known  active  leks  than  the  Proposed  Action,  minimizing  potential  noise 
impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse.  This  route  could  contribute  to  fewer  vehicular  collisions  with  big 
game  due  to  its  distance  from  a  known  migration  route  for  the  Ruby  mule  deer  herd.  The  Preferred 
Alternative  will  use  existing  roads  for  the  county  road  re-route,  as  presented  under  the  Modified 
County  Road  Re-Route,  minimizing  new  ground  disturbance  and  impacts  to  GHMA. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  will  incorporate  elements  of  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility 
Alternative  into  the  project  design  by  shifting  the  tailings  storage  facility  and  related  mine  facility 
locations  westward,  thereby  minimizing  surface  disturbance  in  PHMA  and  mapped  mule  deer 
crucial  winter  range. 

This  ROD  is  based  on  the  PoO  (N-91957),  submitted  to  the  BLM  in  2013  and  revised  and 
resubmitted  on  December  14.  2017,  pursuant  to  43  CFR  §  3809  and  3715,  and  the  analysis  in 
the  Final  EIS. 

In  making  this  decision,  the  BLM  is  relying  on  the  Final  EIS  and  the  data  and  analyses 
prepared  in  connection  with  that  document.  The  BLM  has  determined  that  implementation  of 
this  decision  with  the  identified  applicant-committed  environmental  protection  measures,  as 
stated  in  the  PoO,  restated  in  Section  2.3.17  of  the  Final  EIS  and  presented  in  Attachment  1 
to  this  ROD,  along  with  the  monitoring  and  mitigation  measures  included  in  Chapter  4 
(Environmental  Consequences)  and  Appendix  1  A  (Project  Consistency  with  Nevada  and 
Northeastern  California  Greater  Sage-Grouse  Approved  Resource  Management  Plan  Amendment 
2015  [GRSG  LUPA])  of  the  Final  EIS  will  not  cause  unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  the 
public  lands  and  is  consistent  with  other  applicable  legal  requirements. 

All  mitigation  measures  that  have  been  developed  and  adopted  are  consistent  with  regulations  and 
policies  in  order  to  reduce  environmental  impacts  resulting  from  the  selection  of  the  BLM'  s 
Preferred  Alternative.  The  applicant-committed  environmental  protection  measures  have  been 
adopted  and  are  described  in  Attachment  1  of  the  ROD.  All  mitigation  within  the  BLM's  authority  will 
be  implemented  and  enforced.  All  mitigation  was  designed  to  be  effective  and  is  listed  below. 
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Mitigation  Measures 

Methods  to  minimize  environmental  effects  from  the  BLM's  Preferred  Alternative  have  been 
identified  in  the  Final  EIS  and  made  part  of  this  ROD.  A  full  discussion  of  these  measures  can 
be  found  in  Chapter  4  and  Appendix  1  A  of  the  Final  EIS.  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  implement 
and  adhere  to  all  mitigation  measures  within  the  BLM's  authority  as  identified  below. 

Regarding  Mitigation  Measure  W-2  presented  in  the  Final  EIS,  the  measure  stated:  ‘To  minimize 
impacts  to  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range  habitat  through  project-related  activities,  GRP  Gold 
Rock,  LLC  would  move  the  mine  area  perimeter  fence  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  PoO  area  closer 
to  the  mine  facilities  while  maintaining  a  technically  safe  and  secure  distance  from  mine  facilities. 
This  shift  in  the  fence  would  maintain  access  to  a  larger  area  of  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range 
than  the  proposed  mine  area  fence."  Instead  of  selecting  this  mitigation  measure,  the  BLM  has 
decided  to  retain  the  mine  area  perimeter  fence  proposed  under  all  action  alternatives  except  the 
Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative.  The  fence  line  as  initially  proposed  will  address 
public  safety  concerns  related  to  distance  from  blasting  activities.  In  addition,  use  of  this  fence 
line  will  maintain  continuity  regarding  air  quality  modeling  conducted  for  this  NEPA  review 
process.  During  the  application  process  for  an  Air  Quality  Operating  Permit,  the  proponent  will 
coordinate  with  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental  Protection’s  Bureau  of  Air  Pollution  Control 
and  the  BLM  regarding  location  of  the  eastern  fence  line. 

Wildlife  Resources 
Mule  Deer 

The  preferred  alternative  minimizes  surface  disturbance  in  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range  by 
shifting  the  tailings  storage  facility  and  related  mine  facility  locations  westward  as  presented  under 
the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative. 

Mitigation  Measure  W-1:  To  offset  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range  lost  through  project-related 
activities,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  could  coordinate  with  NDOW  to  develop  and  implement 
reasonable  mitigation  measures.  Mitigation  measures  could  include  monetary  compensation 
and/or  off-site  habitat  conservation  or  restoration  of  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range,  as 
appropriate.  Because  locatable  mineral  mining  is  a  nondiscretionary  action  and  mule  deer  is  not 
a  special  status  species,  the  BLM  is  not  able  to  require  such  mitigation. 

Mitigation  Measure  W-3:  As  recommended  in  the  Ely  District  Approved  Resource  Management 
Plan,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  avoid  performing  surface  disturbing  exploration  activities  as 
appropriate  in  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range  from  November  1  to  March  31 . 

Special  Status  Species 
Greater  Sage-Grouse 

EIS  Mitigation  Measure  W-5:  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  comply  with  noise  limit  requirements 
established  for  the  Pan  Mine  access  road.  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  coordinate  with  the  BLM  and 
NDOW  to  develop  and  submit  a  noise  monitoring  and  mitigation  plan  subject  to  BLM  approval  that 
addresses  noise  impacts  from  traffic  associated  with  both  the  Pan  Mine  and  the  Gold  Rock  Mine 
Project  that  could  impact  the  active  Southwest  Pancake  Summit  and  East  Black  Point  leks.  These 
leks  are  located  approximately  1.1  and  1.6  miles,  respectively,  from  the  Pan  Mine  access  road  that 
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will  be  part  of  the  alternative  main  access  route  for  the  Project.  This  monitoring  and  mitigation  plan 
will  specify  the  steps  that  the  operators  of  the  Pan  Mine  and  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  will  take  to 
ensure  that  noise  levels  at  the  two  nearby  leks  will  remain  below  10  dBA  above  ambient. 

This  noise  monitoring  and  mitigation  plan  will  outline* 

•  Protocols  as  recommended  in  Appendix  M  of  the  GRSG  LUPA  or  best  available  science 
to  collect  ambient  noise  in  areas  of  existing  and  proposed  development; 

•  Methods  the  proponent  will  use  to  manage  project-related  noise  so  that  levels  will  not 
exceed  10  dBA  above  the  measured  ambient  noise  levels  during  the  period  of  1  hour 
before  sunrise  until  3  hours  after  sunrise  at  the  perimeter  of  potentially  affected  leks 
during  the  active  breeding  season  of  March  1  through  May  15,  consistent  with  existing 
Pan  Mine  noise  monitoring  requirements  noted  in  the  BLM’s  Pan  Mine  Project  Record  of 
Decision  Plan  of  Operations  Approval,  and  Approval  of  Issuance  of  Right-Of-Way  Grant 
issued  in  December  2013; 

•  Strategies  to  differentiate  between  mine-related  travel  and  other  travel  on  the  proposed 
main  access  route,  if  practical; 

•  Consideration  of  and  correlation  with  available  site-specific  Greater  Sage-Grouse  lek 
survey  data  and  habitat  use  information,  including  currently  contracted  USGS  studies;  and 

•  Adaptive  management  and  mitigation  measures  to  be  implemented  in  response  to 
observations  of  noise  levels  higher  than  lOdBA  above  observed  ambient  noise  levels  at 
lek  perimeters. 

This  noise  monitoring  and  mitigation  plan  will  be  revisited  and  amended  as  necessary  each  year 
following  the  collection  and  review  of  all  available  data  and  resources.  If,  after  2  years  of  actual 
mining  activity,  noise  monitoring  data  show  that  the  proponent  is  in  compliance  with  the  mitigation 
measure,  the  BLM  could  consider  discontinuing  monitoring;  however,  if  at  some  point  during  the 
life  of  the  mine  a  change  occurs  that  could  lead  to  a  significant  increase  in  the  noise  level  at  a  lek 
(for  example,  a  significant  change  in  processing  method,  equipment  location  or  activity  level), 
noise  monitoring  would  be  re-initiated. 

EIS  Mitigation  Measure  W-7:  To  mitigate  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  and  use  of  its  habitat, 
GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  bury  the  distribution  power  line  from  the  mine  to  the  existing  Easy  Junior 
water  supply  well,  if  feasible,  based  on  soil  conditions  and  other  technical  aspects.  A  surface  area 
approximately  20  feet  wide  will  be  disturbed  along  the  length  of  the  route.  Burying  this  lower 
voltage  power  line  will  involve  direct  burial  of  a  distribution  power  cable  (i.e.,  25  kV)  and 
installation  of  in-ground  6-foot  cubical  junction  boxes  or  “pull  boxes”  spaced  every  1 ,000  feet  to 
5,000  feet.  No  maintenance  road  will  be  required  or  established.  If  burial  of  the  power  line  from 
the  mine  to  the  Easy  Junior  well  is  technically  feasible,  and  if  the  existing  water  pipeline  requires 
replacement,  the  power  line  and  water  pipeline  will  be  co-located  and  buried  within  the  existing 
water  pipeline  corridor. 

If  burial  of  the  power  line  is  not  technically  feasible,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  install  an  above¬ 
ground  power  line  and  establish  a  two-track  maintenance  road  along  a  route  that  will  minimize  new 
disturbance  in  or  avoid  PHMA  and  GHMA.  Where  feasible,  the  power  line  route  will  be  co-located 
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with  existing  disturbance.  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  use  Avian  Power  Line  Interaction  Committee 
(APLIC)  avian  deterring  design  measures,  BMPs,  or  best  available  technology  to  discourage  birds 
from  perching  on  power  lines  or  poles. 

EIS  Mitigation  Measure  W-8:  If  a  second  water  supply  well  is  required,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC 
will  bury  the  distribution  power  line  from  the  existing  Easy  Junior  water  supply  well  to  the  second 
well,  if  feasible,  based  on  soil  conditions  and  other  technical  aspects.  The  second  well  will  be 
located  within  0.5  mile  of  the  existing  Easy  Junior  well.  An  area  approximately  20  feet  wide  will 
be  disturbed  along  the  length  of  the  route.  Burying  this  power  line  will  involve  direct  burial  of  a 
distribution  power  cable  (i.e.,  25  kV)  and  installation  of  in-ground  6-foot  cubical  junction  boxes  or 
“pull  boxes”  spaced  every  1,000  feet  to  5,000  feet.  No  maintenance  road  will  be  required  or 
established. 

Off-site  Mitigation 

Mitigation  Measure  W-9:  To  offset  residual  (long-term  unreclaimed)  direct  surface  disturbance 
impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  PHMA  and  GHMA,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  provide  voluntary 
off-site  mitigation  on  lands  near  the  proposed  PoO  area.  Based  on  USGS  2014  mapping, 
approximately  268  acres  of  long-term  surface  disturbance  will  occur  that  will  not  be  reclaimed  in 
PHMA  and  approximately  109  acres  of  long-term  surface  disturbance  will  occur  that  will  not  be 
reclaimed  in  GHMA. 

The  proposed  project  is  a  non-discretionary  43  CFR  §  3809  action,  and  the  BLM’s  authority  is 
limited  to  preventing  unnecessary  or  undue  degradation.  The  proponent  has  proposed  a  robust 
suite  of  Applicant-Committed  EPMs  in  their  Proposed  Action  and  all  Alternatives  (Attachment  1) 
and  incorporated  elements  consistent  with  several  Required  Design  Features  and  Management 
Decisions  from  the  GRSG  LUPA.  Impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  habitat  have  been  avoided 
and  minimized  to  the  extent  practicable. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  GRSG  LUPA  in  2015,  the  BLM  and  the  proponent  identified  and  negotiated 
voluntary  funding  of  compensatory  mitigation  to  offset  the  direct  impacts  of  residual  (long-term 
unreclaimed)  surface  disturbance.  This  offset  mitigation  would  be  implemented  off-site  on  nearby 
federal  lands  at  a  ratio  of  3  acres  of  restoration  per  1  acre  of  residual  (long-term  unreclaimed)  direct 
surface  disturbance  (3:1)  in  PHMA  and  2  acres  of  restoration  for  each  1  acre  of  residual  direct 
surface  disturbance  (2:1)  in  GHMA.  The  BLM  coordinated  with  NDOW  on  this  voluntary  plan. 

After  issuance  of  the  GRSG  LUPA  in  201 5,  the  BLM  and  the  proponent  identified  and  considered 
another  voluntary  off-site  mitigation  option  to  offset  residual  direct  surface  disturbance  impacts  to 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  habitat  by  use  of  the  Nevada  Conservation  Credit  System  (CCS)  whereby 
the  proponent  would  purchase  credits  on  private  lands  for  mitigation. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  ROD,  the  proponent  selected  the  funding  of  off-site  restoration  projects 
with  3:1,  2:1  offset  mitigation  option.  Within  90  days  of  issuance  of  the  ROD,  the  BLM  and  the 
proponent,  in  coordination  with  NDOW  and  the  SETT,  will  develop  the  offset  mitigation 
implementation  agreement  for  the  selected  mitigation  option.  This  agreement  will  document  the 
total  area  to  be  mitigated  and  specify  mitigation  measure(s),  site  selection  procedures,  timing  of 
implementation,  monitoring  methods,  treatment  effectiveness  criteria,  retreatment  procedures 
and  cost  estimation.  The  BLM,  proponent  and  NDOW  will  finalize  the  offset  mitigation 
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implementation  agreement  for  BLM  review/approval  no  later  than  90  days  after  issuance  of  the 
ROD. 

Pygmy  Rabbits 

Mitigation  Measure  W-10:  When  exploration  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  pygmy  rabbit  habitat 
identified  in  the  north-northwest  portion  of  the  PoO  area  are  scheduled  to  occur  during  the  natal 
season  (February  15  to  July  1  based  on  the  latitude  at  which  the  PoO  area  is  located  and 
information  in  Elias  et  al.  (2006)  and  Estes-Zumpf  and  Rachlow  (2009)),  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC 
will  apply  a  200-foot  buffer  to  potential  pygmy  rabbit  habitat,  and  will  avoid  that  buffered  area 
where  practicable.  If  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  cannot  avoid  surface  disturbance  in  pygmy  rabbit 
habitat  during  the  natal  season,  consultation  with  BLM  and  NDOW  wildlife  biologists  will  occur  to 
develop  avoidance  strategies  and  mitigation  techniques. 

Ferruginous  Hawk 

Mitigation  Measure  W-1 1 :  If  ferruginous  hawks  are  found  to  be  nesting  on  the  project  power  poles, 
GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  coordinate  with  the  BLM  and  NDOW  to  implement  measures  to 
encourage  the  nesting  birds  to  re-locate,  if  practicable.  These  measures  could  include  providing 
alternate  nest  substrates  such  as  artificial  platforms  where  natural  nest  substrates  are  lacking. 
Artificial  platforms,  if  used,  will  only  be  constructed  outside  of  Greater  Sage-Grouse  PHMA,  GHMA, 
and  Other  Habitat  Management  Area. 

Range  Resources  -  Livestock  Grazing 

Mitigation  Measure  R-1:  The  BLM  will  coordinate  with  the  grazing  permittees  and  GRP  Gold 
Rock,  LLC  to  identify  opportunities  for  range  improvement  projects  that  could  offset  some  short¬ 
term  impacts. 

Cultural  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  C-1:  Mitigation  measures  are  designed  to  avoid  or  lessen  destruction  or 
degradation  of  historic  properties  or  aspects  of  the  historic  setting  that  contribute  to  the  eligibility 
of  historic  properties.  The  preferred  mitigation  is  avoidance  of  adverse  effect  and  protection  of  the 
historic  properties  from  subsequent  impacts  including  inadvertent  damage. 

If  a  historic  property  cannot  be  avoided,  an  alternative  mitigation  plan  will  be  developed  and 
implemented.  For  historic  properties  that  are  eligible  for  their  potential  to  yield  important 
information  (National  Register  of  Historic  Places  standards,  Criterion  D),  data  recovery  is  the 
typical  mitigation  measure. 

The  majority  of  prehistoric  sites  are  eligible  under  Criterion  D.  Data  recovery  for  prehistoric  sites 
may  include  detailed  documentation,  collection  and  curation  of  surface  artifacts,  or  recovery  of 
buried  artifacts  and  features  through  systematic  excavation.  Some  of  the  prehistoric  sites  may 
also  be  considered  eligible  as  Traditional  Cultural  Properties.  Aspects  of  the  natural  and  historic 
setting  may  also  contribute  to  the  eligibility  of  Traditional  Cultural  Properties. 

Mitigation  will  be  performed  in  accordance  with  the  Programmatic  Agreement  (Final  EIS  Appendix 
IB),  which  outlines  the  methods  of  identification  and  treatment  of  cultural  resources.  If 
unanticipated  Traditional  Cultural  Properties  are  identified,  protective  and  mitigation  measures 
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may  need  to  be  developed  in  consultation  with  concerned  Native  American  groups,  the  BLM,  and 
the  Nevada  State  Historic  Preservation  Office. 

MANAGEMENT  CONSIDERATIONS 

The  rationale  for  the  above  decision  is  supported  by  the  Surface  Management  regulations  (43 
CFR  §  3809  et  seq.),  Rights-of-Way  regulations  (43  CFR  §  2800  et  seq.),  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  and  the  Mining  Law  of  1872,  as  amended.  The  project  has  been 
analyzed  under  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  implementing  regulations  for  NEPA  (40  CFR 
§  1500  et  seq.)  and  none  of  the  alternatives  that  were  analyzed  in  detail  were  found  to  result  in 
unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  public  lands.  Selection  of  the  BLM' s  Preferred  Alternative 
will  allow  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  to  undertake  a  legitimate  use  of  the  public  lands  in  an 
environmentally  sound  manner  without  causing  unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  to  the  public 
lands. 

In  accordance  with  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  BLM  Nevada  State  Office  and 
California  State  Office,  and  the  Nevada  Department  of  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources,  and 
the  USFS  Humboldt-Toiyabe  National  Forest  completed  on  April  1,  2016,  the  BLM  coordinated 
with  the  SETT  (see  also  Appendix  1A  of  the  Final  EIS).  Consistency  with  the  GRSG  LUPA  is 
documented  in  Appendix  1 A  of  the  Final  EIS. 

The  BLM  has  identified  the  Agency  Preferred  Alternative,  which  involves  a  combination  of 
elements  of  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route 
(Alternative  5,  described  below);  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-Route  Alternative  (Alternative  6, 
described  below);  and  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative  (Alternative  7,  described 
below).  The  BLM  selected  this  alternative  because  it  both  meets  the  BLM’s  Purpose  and  Need 
and  the  proponent’s  objective  (as  described  in  Chapter  1  of  the  Final  EIS),  while  providing  for 
the  long-term  sustainability  of  the  natural  and  cultural  resources  in  the  affected  environment 
as  mandated  by  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  does  this  by  1)  reducing  overall  surface  disturbance  in  USGS  2014 
PHMA  (by  36  percent  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action);  2)  minimizing  surface  disturbance 
impacts  in  USGS  2014  PHMA  and  GHMA  and  minimizing  potential  raven  and  raptor  predation  of 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  by  following  a  shorter  power  line  route;  3)  minimizing  potential  noise 
impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  by  using  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route,  which  is  located 
farther  from  known  active  leks  than  the  Proposed  Action  main  access  route  would  have  been;  4) 
minimizing  the  risk  of  vehicular  collisions  with  big  game  and  Greater  Sage-Grouse  by  using  the 
Northwest  Main  Access  Route,  which  is  located  farther  from  a  known  migration  route  for  the  Ruby 
mule  deer  herd;  5)  minimizing  new  ground  disturbance  and  impacts  to  USGS  2014  GHMA  by 
using  existing  roads  for  the  county  road  re-route  as  presented  under  the  Modified  County  Road 
Re-Route  Alternative;  6)  minimizing  surface  disturbance  in  USGS  2014  PHMA  and  mule  deer 
crucial  winter  range  by  shifting  the  tailings  storage  facility  and  related  mine  facility  locations 
westward  as  presented  under  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative. 

Under  all  alternatives  including  the  Preferred  Alternative,  permitting  the  Project  would  allow  the 
proponent  to  employ  a  workforce  that  will  vary  from  an  estimated  maximum  of  300  employees 
during  construction  to  a  minimum  of  150  employees  during  operations. 
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The  BLM;  Duckwater  Shoshone  Tribe  of  the  Duckwater  Shoshone  Reservation,  Nevada;  Eureka 
County  Board  of  Commissioners;  SETT;  NDOW;  White  Pine  County  Board  of  County 
Commissioners;  and  the  proponent  have  collaborated  to  develop  measures  designed  to  reduce 
environmental  impacts  that  may  result  from  the  Project.  Applicant-committed  environmental 
protection  measures  contained  in  the  PoO  and  the  mitigation  measures  will  reduce  adverse 
environmental  impacts  identified  in  the  Final  EIS.  Monitoring  and  adaptive  management 
requirements  of  the  PoO  and  the  Final  EIS  will  assist  the  proponent,  the  BLM,  and  others  in 
identifying,  mitigating,  or  avoiding  unforeseen  environmental  impacts  that  may  occur. 

The  BLM,  in  coordination  with  the  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental  Protection,  has 
determined  that  a  reclamation  bond  adequate  to  cover  surface  reclamation  of  the  project  facilities 
is  required. 

Land  Use  Plan  Conformance 

The  BLM  has  the  responsibility  and  authority  to  manage  the  surface  and  subsurface  resources 
on  public  lands  located  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bristlecone  Field  Office  and  has  designated 
lands  within  the  PoO  area  as  open  for  mineral  exploration  and  development.  The  objectives  for 
Geology  and  Mineral  Extraction  in  the  ROD  and  the  Ely  District  Approved  Resource  Management 
Plan  are  to  provide  for  the  responsible  development  of  mineral  resources  to  meet  local,  regional, 
and  national  needs,  while  providing  for  the  protection  of  other  resources  and  uses. 

The  management  decisions  applicable  to  these  objectives  are  as  follows: 

•  Locatable  minerals.  "Open  to  locatable  -  Allow  beatable  mineral  development  on 
approximately  9.9  million  acres  of  federal  mineral  estate,  subject  to  the  prevention  of 
unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  public  lands." 

The  Preferred  Alternative  is  in  conformance  with  the  Ely  District  Approved  Resource  Management 
Plan  and  its  ROD.  The  Preferred  Alternative  also  is  consistent  with  the  GRSG  LUPA. 

SUMMARY  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  OTHER 
ALTERNATIVES 

The  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  EIS  analyzed  nine  alternatives:  1)  the  Proposed  Action;  2)  the 
Northern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative;  3)  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative;  4)  the 
Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Northern  Power  Line  Route;  5)  the  Northwest  Main 
Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route;  6)  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-Route 
Alternative;  7)  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative;  8)  the  No  Action  Alternative:  and 
9)  the  Preferred  Action. 

Proposed  Action 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  proponent  would  construct  and  operate  a  mine  and  related 
facilities  in  the  same  geographic  area  as  the  reclaimed  and  canceled  Easy  Junior  Mine.  The 
proposed  project  consists  of  an  open  pit,  two  waste  rock  disposal  areas,  a  heap  leach  pad  and 
processing  ponds,  a  carbon-in-leach  plant,  a  tailings  storage  facility,  haul  and  access  roads, 
growth  medium  stockpiles,  ancillary  support  facilities,  and  exploration  associated  with  mining 
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operation.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  a  69-kV  transmission  line  would  extend  south  from  the 
Pan  Mine,  east  of  and  parallel  to  the  approved  Pan  Mine  Southwest  Power  Line,  then  extend 
southeast  to  the  proposed  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  site.  The  site  would  be  accessed  using  the 
existing  main  access  route  from  US  50  on  Green  Springs  Road  (CR  5),  then  west  on  BLM  Road 
1179  (BLM  1 179)/CR  1204,  then  south  on  Easy  Junior  Road  (CR  1177)  to  the  proposed  mine 
area.  Also  under  the  Proposed  Action,  a  county  road  that  currently  passes  through  the  Gold  Rock 
Mine  PoO  area  would  be  re-located  onto  existing  and  new  BLM  and  county  roads.  Total  project- 
related  disturbance  would  be  approximately  3,946  acres  of  BLM-administered  land. 

Construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  project  would  be  initiated  as  soon  as  2019  or  2020, 
following  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC’s  receipt  of  all  required  permits  and  approvals.  The  life  of  the  mine 
would  include  approximately  10  years  of  active  mining  and  ore  processing.  Reclamation  and 
monitoring  would  continue  for  an  additional  38  years  following  completion  of  operations. 

Northern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative 

The  Northern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative  was  developed  to  minimize  potential  impacts  to 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  and  its  habitat  due  to  surface  disturbance  and  from  raptors  using  the  power 
line  between  the  Pan  Mine  and  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  as  a  perch  to  hunt  for  prey.  This 
power  line  route  would  be  shorter  than  the  Proposed  Action  power  line  route.  Fewer  acres  of 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  Priority  Habitat  Management  Area  (PHMA)  and  General  Habitat 
Management  Area  (GHMA)  would  be  disturbed  and  fewer  acres  of  PHMA  and  GHMA  would  be 
located  within  600  meters  of  the  power  line,  as  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action. 

Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative 

The  Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative  also  was  developed  to  minimize  potential  impacts  to 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  and  its  habitat  due  to  surface  disturbance  and  from  raptors  using  the  power 
line  as  a  perch  to  hunt  for  prey.  This  power  line  route  would  be  shorter  than  Proposed  Action 
power  line  route  or  the  Northern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative.  Fewer  acres  of  PHMA  and  GHMA 
would  be  disturbed  and  fewer  acres  of  PHMA  and  GHMA  would  be  located  within  600  meters  of 
the  power  line,  as  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action  power  line  or  Northern  Power  Line  Route 
Alternative. 

Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Northern  Power  Line  Route 

The  Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Northern  Power  Line  Route  was  developed  to 
address  concerns  about  potential  noise  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse.  It  would  include  the 
benefits  of  the  Northern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative  and  would  move  most  mine-related  traffic 
away  from  known  active  Greater  Sage-Grouse  leks.  This  alternative  would  also  contribute  to 
fewer  potential  vehicular  collisions  with  big  game  due  to  its  distance  away  from  a  known  migration 
route  for  the  Ruby  mule  deer  herd. 

Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route 

The  Northwest  Main  Access  Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route  was  developed  to 
address  concerns  about  potential  noise  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse.  It  would  include  the 
benefits  of  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative  and  would  move  most  mine-related  traffic 
away  from  known  active  Greater  Sage-Grouse  leks.  This  alternative  would  also  contribute  to 
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fewer  potential  vehicular  collisions  with  big  game  due  to  its  distance  away  from  a  known  migration 
route  for  the  Ruby  mule  deer  herd. 

Modified  County  Road  Re-route  Alternative 

The  Modified  County  Road  Re-route  Alternative  was  developed  to  lessen  impacts  to  GHMA.  This 
alternative  would  involve  use  of  existing  roads  rather  than  construction  of  a  segment  of  new  road 
in  Greater  Sage-Grouse  habitat. 

Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative 

The  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative  was  developed  to  address  concerns  about 
potential  surface  disturbance  impacts  to  PHMA  and  loss  of  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range.  Under 
this  alternative,  the  tailings  storage  facility  would  be  located  to  the  west  of  the  heap  leach  pile, 
outside  of  NDOW  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range.  The  mine  area’s  eastern  fence  line  would  be 
shifted  to  the  west  to  minimize  restriction  of  movement  for  the  Ruby  mule  deer  herd  in  their  crucial 
winter  range. 

No  Action  Alternative 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  include  any  activities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action. 
Mineral  resources  in  these  areas  of  expansion  would  remain  undeveloped.  The  construction  and 
operation  of  the  open  pit,  waste  rock  disposal  areas,  heap  leach  facilities,  mill,  tailings  storage 
facility,  and  support  facilities  would  not  occur  as  currently  proposed  under  the  Proposed  Action. 
The  county  road  would  not  be  re-routed.  The  authorized  exploration  activities  for  the  project  would 
continue,  however.  NEPA  requires  analysis  of  the  No  Action  Alternative.  Selection  of  this 
alternative  would  not  comply  with  43  CFR  §  3809.41  1(d). 

BLM's  Preferred  Alternative 

The  BLM's  Preferred  Alternative  is  a  combination  of  elements  of  the  Northwest  Main  Access 
Route  Alternative,  Southern  Power  Line  Route  (Alternative  5);  the  Modified  County  Road  Re¬ 
route  Alternative  (Alternative  6);  and  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility  Alternative  (Alternative 
7).  This  Preferred  Alternative  will  offer  several  benefits  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action. 
Elements  incorporated  in  the  Preferred  Alternative  are  described  below. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  will  involve  construction  and  operation  of  a  shorter  power  line  route  than 
that  for  the  Proposed  Action  by  following  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route.  The  shorter  length  of 
the  Southern  Power  Line  Route  will  decrease  the  number  of  poles  needed  and  minimize  surface 
disturbance  impacts  to  PHMA  and  GHMA.  Fewer  poles  that  could  serve  as  possible  perches  will 
minimize  potential  raven  and  raptor  predation  of  Greater  Sage-Grouse.  Total  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  based  on  GRSG  LUPA  mapping  in  the  Preferred  Alternative  are  PHMA:  1,144; 
GHMA:  1,695;  and  Other  Habitat  Management  Area  (OHMA):  578. 

In  addition,  the  Preferred  Alternative  will  use  the  Northwest  Main  Access  Route.  This  route  will  be 
located  farther  from  known  active  Greater  Sage-Grouse  leks  than  the  Proposed  Action, 
minimizing  potential  noise  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse.  This  route  could  contribute  to  fewer 
vehicular  collisions  with  big  game  due  to  its  distance  from  a  known  migration  route  for  the  Ruby 
mule  deer  herd.  The  Preferred  Alternative  will  use  existing  roads  for  the  county  road  re-route  as 
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presented  under  the  Modified  County  Road  Re-route,  minimizing  new  ground  disturbance  and 
impacts  to  GHMA. 

The  Preferred  Alternative  will  incorporate  elements  of  the  Western  Tailings  Storage  Facility 
Alternative  into  the  project  design  by  shifting  the  tailings  storage  facility  and  related  mine  facility 
locations  westward,  which  will  minimize  surface  disturbance  in  PHMA  and  mule  deer  crucial 
winter  range.  The  Preferred  Alternative  will  eliminate  approximately  638  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  in  PHMA,  representing  a  36  percent  reduction  in  disturbance  of  PHMA  compared  to 
the  Proposed  Action.  The  Preferred  Alternative  will  disturb  an  additional  54  acres  of  GHMA, 
representing  a  3  percent  increase  in  disturbance  of  GHMA  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action. 

Overall,  the  Preferred  Alternative  will  eliminate  45  acres  of  surface  disturbance  from  the  Proposed 
Action  as  shown  in  Table  3.  The  total  authorized  disturbance  under  the  Preferred  Alternative  will 
be  3,901  acres. 


Table  3  Preferred  Alternative  -  Surface  Disturbance  Comparison 


Project  Component 

Proposed  Action 
Surface  Disturbance 
(acres)12 

Preferred  Alternative 
Disturbance 
(acres)1,3 

Difference1 

Open  Pit  Expansion4 

367 

367 

0  acres  /  0  % 

Waste  Rock  Disposal  Areas 

546 

546 

0  acres  /  0  % 

Roads 

180 

125 

55  fewer  acres  /  -31  % 

Heap  Leach  Facility 

430 

430 

0  acres  /  0  % 

Tailings  Storage  Facility 

269 

403 

134  more  acres  /  +50  % 

Support  Facilities5 

1,696 

1,519 

177  fewer  acres  /  -10  % 

Exploration6 

392 

392 

0  acres  /  0  % 

Transmission  Power  Line,  Possible 
Water  Supply  Well,  Road 

Upgrading  and  Construction 

66 

119 

53  more  acres/  +81  % 

Total 

3,946 

3,901 

-45  acres/  -1  % 

Notes: 

1  Acreage  values  were  determined  from  geographic  information  system  (GIS)  data.  Acreage  values  may  vary  due  to  rounding. 

2  Refer  to  Table  2.3-1  and  2.4-1  in  the  Final  EIS  for  detailed  acreages  by  project  component  under  the  Proposed  Action. 

3  Refer  to  Table  2.4-1  In  the  Final  EIS  for  detailed  acreages  by  project  component  under  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

4  The  existing  Easy  Junior  pit  covers  33  acres.  Gold  Rock  pit  ultimate  footprint  will  be  367  acres. 

5  Support  facilities  include  process  facilities,  process  ponds,  yards,  ancillary  facilities  (crusher  facilities;  power  supply,  stormwater 
controls;  reagent,  fuel,  and  explosives  storage;  buildings  including  administration,  laboratory,  security,  warehouse,  core  shed, 
potable  water  supply  and  septic  systems;  maintenance  shop,  ready  line,  light  vehicle  wash,  communications  facilities,  helicopter 
pad;  plant  growth  media  stockpiles;  class  lll-waivered  landfill;  area  to  store  petroleum  contaminated  soils,  monitoring  wells,  borrow 
areas;  fencing;  and  yards),  water  pipeline  corridors  (fresh  water  pipeline  corridor,  the  pipeline  from  the  heap  to  the  TSF,  and  the 
TSF  pipeline  corridor  to  the  mill),  inter-facility  disturbance,  and  Internal  transmission  lines. 

6  Includes  267  acres  of  exploration  previously  authorized  by  the  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  (FONSI),  Midway  Gold  Rock  Project 
D01-BLM-NVL010-2012-0044-EA  plus  200  acres  of  exploration  under  the  Proposed  Action  and  all  action  alternatives,  for  a  total  of 
467  acres  of  exploration  disturbance.  Approximately  75  acres  of  previously  authorized  exploration  roads  would  be  occupied  by 
proposed  facilities;  this  disturbance  would  be  reclaimed  in  accordance  with  the  facility  that  covers  it.  Subtracting  those  75  acres  from 
the  total  of  467  acres,  exploration  activities  would  disturb  392  acres  within  the  PoO  area. 

Source  Midway  2013a,  Midway  2014,  Ratke  2014 


The  BLM's  Preferred  Alternative  will  result  in  a  total  of  3,901  acres  of  new  surface  disturbance  on 
BLM-administered  lands. 
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The  BLM,  in  selecting  the  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  the  applicant-committed  environmental 
protection  measures  of  the  PoO,  and  the  identified  mitigation  measures,  has  assured  that  all 
practicable  means  to  avoid,  minimize,  and  offset  environmental  impacts  were  adopted  for  the 
Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  as  required  by  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality.  As  a  result,  the 
BLM’s  Preferred  Alternative  also  is  the  Environmentally  Preferred  Alternative. 

Alternatives  Considered  but  Eliminated  from  Detailed  Analysis 

Six  additional  alternatives  were  identified  and  proposed  by  the  BLM  and  cooperating  agencies 
and  the  proponent.  Each  of  these  six  potential  alternatives  was  ultimately  rejected  and  not  further 
analyzed  in  the  EIS  for  the  following  reasons: 

•  Northeast  Main  Access  Route  -  This  route  would  be  two  miles  longer  than  the  Proposed 
Action  main  access  route  and  would  be  located  within  mule  deer  habitat  and  a  known 
migration  corridor  for  the  Ruby  mule  deer  herd;  environmental  effects  due  to  traffic 
(potential  accidents,  air  emissions,  fuel  consumption,  collisions  with  wildlife,  and 
potential  for  accidents  or  spills)  would  be  greater  for  this  alternative  compared  to  the 
existing  main  access  route  and  would  not  be  environmentally  reasonable;  the  cost  of 
construction,  management  and  maintenance  of  this  alternative  access  route  would  not 
be  economically  feasible. 

•  Central  Power  Line  Route  -  This  alternative  would  pass  through  steeper  terrain  than  the 
Proposed  Action  or  Northern  or  Southern  power  line  route  alternatives  and  would  require 
more  surface  disturbance  related  to  more  cut  and  fill  activities  to  build  and  maintain  a 
safe  running  surface  width  and  grade  for  vehicular  traffic  on  the  maintenance  road;  this 
alternative  would  result  in  more  environmental  impacts  due  to  the  increased  surface 
disturbance  and  would  not  be  environmentally  reasonable:  the  cost  of  construction, 
management  and  maintenance  of  the  power  line  and  maintenance  road  would  not  be 
economically  feasible. 

•  Burial  of  the  Southern  Power  Line  Route  -  This  alternative  would  involve  installation  of 
junction  boxes  spaced  approximately  800  feet  apart  that  would  be  surrounded  by 
security  fences;  the  security  fences  could  serve  as  raptor  perches  and  impact  Greater 
Sage-Grouse  and  this  alternative  would  not  be  environmentally  reasonable;  the  lack  of 
local  repair  and  maintenance  support  for  an  underground  69  kV  line,  the  high  risk  of 
maintenance  problems  due  to  accidental  grounding  in  lightning  storms,  and  the  cost  for 
purchase  and  installation  of  the  system,  would  not  be  economically  feasible. 

•  Southern  Power  Line  Route  Alternative  Construction  and  Maintenance  by  Helicopter  - 
Use  of  helicopters  would  generate  noise  that  could  impact  wildlife,  including  special 
status  species,  and  use  of  wildlife  habitat  and  would  be  environmentally  unreasonable; 
Mount  Wheeler  Power  does  not  use  helicopters  to  construct  power  lines;  use  of 
helicopters  could  be  limited  by  weather  conditions,  yet  maintenance  of  the  power  line 
would  be  required  during  all  types  of  weather  in  order  to  provide  for  continuous  power 
service  to  the  mine  site;  the  cost  of  construction,  management,  and  maintenance  of  a 
power  line  by  helicopter  would  not  be  economically  feasible. 

•  Southern  Drainage  Bottom  County  Road  Re-Route  —  This  alternative  would  involve 
using  existing  roads  in  the  Duckwater  Creek  valley  to  connect  the  northern  portion  of 
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Easy  Junior  Road  to  Duckwater  Road;  this  alternative  would  not  be  consistent  with 
White  Pine  County’s  transportation  planning  goal  of  maintaining  Easy  Junior  Road  as  a 
through-route  to  Green  Springs  Road;  in  the  future,  if  White  Pine  County  decided  to 
upgrade  the  route,  this  alternative  would  result  in  more  disturbance  due  to  road  widening 
compared  to  the  proposed  county  road  re-route  and  this  alternative  would  not  be 
environmentally  reasonable. 

•  Southern  Side-Slope  County  Road  Re-Route  Alternative  -  This  alternative  would  involve 
using  existing  and  new  BLM/county  road  in  the  Duckwater  Creek  valley  to  connect  the 
northern  portion  of  Easy  Junior  Road  to  Duckwater  Road;  this  alternative  would  not  be 
consistent  with  White  Pine  County’s  transportation  planning  goal  of  maintaining  Easy 
Junior  Road  as  a  through-route  to  Green  Springs  Road;  in  the  future,  if  White  Pine 
County  decided  to  upgrade  the  route,  this  alternative  would  result  in  more  disturbance 
due  to  road  widening  compared  to  the  proposed  county  road  re-route  and  this  alternative 
would  not  be  environmentally  reasonable. 

PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 

On  September  5,  2013,  a  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  an  EIS  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (Volume  78,  No.  172,  Thursday,  September  5,  2013,  pages 
54674  and  54675)  and  announced  a  30-day  public  scoping  period  (September  5  to  October  7, 
2013).  Three  public  scoping  meetings  were  held  September  24,  25  and  26  in  2013,  in  Ely,  Eureka, 
and  Reno,  Nevada,  respectively. 

From  October  1  through  October  16,  2013,  the  U.S.  federal  government  shut  down.  On  October 
18,  2013,  the  BLM  issued  a  press  release  in  the  local  newspapers  and  posted  a  notice  on  the 
BLM  ePIanning  web  page  stating  that  the  comment  period  was  re-opened  and  extended  by  1 
week,  from  October  18  to  October  25,  2013. 

The  BLM’s  e-mail  account  that  was  set  up  to  receive  scoping  comments  on  the  Gold  Rock  Mine 
Project  EIS  during  the  initial  scoping  period  (September  5  through  October  7,  2013)  was  deleted 
during  the  federal  government  shutdown.  Therefore,  the  BLM  issued  a  second  notice  of  a  30-day 
public  scoping  period  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  EIS  in  the  Federal  Register  (Vol.  79,  No.  60, 
Friday,  March  28,  2014,  pages  17565  and  17566)  on  March  28,  2014  to  invite  members  of  the 
public  to  submit  comments,  and  request  that  anyone  who  submitted  comments  by  email  during  the 
initial  30-day  scoping  period  resubmit  their  comments.  No  changes  were  made  to  the  Proposed 
Action.  No  additional  scoping  meetings  were  held  during  this  30-day  extension  of  the  public  input 
period,  as  the  original  meetings  were  not  affected  by  the  technical  difficulties  with  the  email  account. 
The  BLM  received  a  total  of  60  comment  submittals  (e.g.,  letter,  comment  form,  or  email)  containing 
300  individual  comments  during  the  scoping  period.  All  comments  were  considered  in  preparation 
of  the  Draft  EIS. 

Issues  identified  during  the  scoping  period  included:  (1)  Potential  degradation  of  surface  water  or 
groundwater  quality  and  potential  depletion  of  groundwater  from  water  withdrawals  for  mine 
operations;  (2)  Potential  impacts  to  soils  through  reduced  infiltration  or  increased  erosion;  (3) 
Potential  air  quality  impacts  through  point  (equipment)  and  non-point  (site  roads  and  facilities) 
pollution  sources  and  to  regional  climate  change  in  the  Great  Basin  and  the  overall  increase  in 
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global  average  temperature;  (4)  Potential  for  reduced  vegetative  productivity,  loss  of  habitat,  and 
the  increased  potential  for  introduction  and  establishment  of  noxious  and  non-native,  invasive 
weeds;  (5)  Potential  for  loss  of  big  game  habitat,  and  mortality  as  a  result  of  increased  vehicular 
traffic  near  migration  routes  to  mule  deer  crucial  winter  range  or  antelope  habitat  including 
potential  birthing  sites,  along  with  impacts  to  migratory  birds  or  raptors  through  reduction  of 
available  nesting  habitat;  (6)  Potential  impacts  to  mule  deer  habitat  and  migration  corridors;  (7) 
Potential  impacts  to  Greater  Sage-Grouse  and  its  habitat;  (8)  Potential  impacts  to  general  health 
of  the  rangeland  resources;  (9)  Potential  impacts  to  wild  horses  and  Wild  Horse  Herd 
Management  Areas  (HMAs),  including  access  to  surface  water  sources;  (10)  Potential  impacts  to 
cultural  resource  sites  listed  on  or  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  if  they  exist 
in  or  near  the  proposed  project-related  disturbance;  (11)  Potential  impacts  to  Native  American 
traditional  and  religious  values  regarding  Greater  Sage-Grouse,  antelope  traps,  pine  nut 
gathering  activities,  and  extraction  of  minerals  from  ancestral  lands  of  the  Western  Shoshone; 
(12)  Potential  impacts  to  visual  resources  including  increase  in  light  pollution  in  the  area  and 
potential  impacts  to  dark  sky  resources  and  impacts  on  viewing  night  sky,  and  direct  visual 
impacts  from  mine  facilities;  (13)  Potential  positive  and  negative  impacts  to  socioeconomic 
resources,  including  housing  and  community  services,  in  the  communities  of  Ely  and  Eureka  and 
in  White  Pine  County;  (14)  Potential  impacts  to  public  health  and  safety  resulting  from  increased 
traffic  or  risk  of  exposure  to  hazardous  materials  in  the  event  of  a  release  or  spill  during  transport; 
and  (15)  Cumulative  impacts  to  wildlife,  wild  horses,  cultural,  air,  water,  and  vegetation  resources, 
pine  nut  gathering,  and  Native  American  traditional  and  religious  values.  More  information  on  the 
scoping  process  and  specific  concerns  can  be  found  in  Sections  1.10  of  the  Final  EIS. 

On  February  13,  2015  a  Notice  of  Availability  of  the  Draft  EIS  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (Volume  80,  No.  30,  Friday,  February  13,  2015,  pages  8107  -  8108)  beginning  a  45-day 
public  comment  period. 

The  Draft  EIS  was  posted  on  the  BLM’s  website  for  review  and  download.  An  accompanying 
press  release  provided  a  project  summary,  link  to  the  Draft  EIS  files,  and  announced  the 
upcoming  public  meeting  dates  and  locations.  Based  upon  requests  from  interested  parties  made 
during  public  scoping  and  other  periods  during  the  project,  the  BLM  also  mailed  66  hard  copies 
with  CDs,  18  hard  copies  only,  and  18  CDs  only  of  the  Draft  EIS,  all  with  an  accompanying  Draft 
EIS  availability  notification  letter,  to  various  individuals,  non-governmental  organizations  (NGOs), 
tribes,  cooperating  agencies,  and  other  interested  parties. 

Public  comment  meetings  on  the  Draft  EIS  were  held  on  March  10,  11,  and  12,  2015  in  Ely, 
Eureka,  and  Reno,  Nevada,  respectively.  The  BLM  received  a  total  of  25  unique  submittals,  by 
mail,  through  the  BLM’s  ePIanning  comment  submittal  system,  or  by  email  from  agencies, 
businesses,  organizations,  and  individuals  providing  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS.  All  comments 
received  were  considered  in  preparing  the  Final  EIS,  including  comments  received  during  the 
development  of  alternatives  and  analyses  of  issues.  Each  comment,  as  well  as  a  corresponding 
response,  is  provided  in  Appendix  7A  of  the  Final  EIS. 

The  BLM  published  a  Notice  of  Availability  for  the  Final  EIS  in  the  Federal  Register  (Volume  83, 
No.  145  /  Friday,  July  27,  2018,  pages  35676,  35677  and  35678)  on  July  27,  2018,  releasing  the 
Final  EIS  for  public  review.  The  30-day  public  availability  period  closed  August  29, 2018.  Although 
this  period  was  not  a  comment  period,  comments  were  received;  the  BLM  reviewed  the  comments 
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and  included  the  comments  in  the  administrative  record.  No  comments  were  found  to  be 
substantial,  and  the  Final  EIS  did  not  change. 

COOPERATING  AGENCY  COORDINATION 

In  addition  to  the  document  reviews  listed  above,  regular  coordination  efforts  were  performed  with 
the  Cooperating  Agencies  throughout  the  project.  During  the  EIS  development  process,  weekly 
to  biweekly  conference  calls  were  held  between  the  BLM,  the  proponent,  and  the  Cooperating 
Agencies  to  provide  status  updates,  discuss  emergent  issues,  and  gather  feedback  and 
information  requests  from  the  Cooperating  Agencies.  Additionally,  individual  meetings  were  held 
between  the  BLM  and  each  of  the  Cooperating  Agencies  when  necessary  to  address  individual 
concerns  raised  through  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  and  other  points  in  the  project.  Specific  dates 
and  times  are  documented  in  the  Project  Record.  The  BLM  and  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  also  met 
with  local  grazing  permittees  to  discuss  potential  impacts  and  opportunities  for  range 
improvement  projects  that  could  offset  some  short-term  impacts. 

Section  106  Consultation 

Pursuant  to  Title  54  U.S.C.  §300101,  et.  seq.,  commonly  known  as  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended  (NHPA),  and  Title  54  U.S.C.  §306108,  commonly  known 
as  Section  106  of  the  NHPA  (Section  106),  federal  agencies  must  consult  with  interested  parties, 
which  include  representatives  of  local  governments,  applicants,  and  certain  individuals  and 
organizations  with  a  demonstrated  interest  in  the  undertaking  due  to  the  nature  of  their  legal  or 
economic  relation  to  the  undertaking  or  affected  properties,  or  their  concern  with  the  undertaking’s 
effects  on  historic  properties,  per  the  National  Programmatic  Agreement  (Preamble)  and  36  CFR 
§800.2(c)(3-5). 

The  Nevada  State  Protocol  Agreement,  2014  defines  how  BLM  and  State  Historic  Preservation 
Office  will  interact  under  the  National  Programmatic  Agreement  for  implementing  the  NHPA, 
including  Section  106  (§  800.3  through  800.7)  and  by  what  method  consultation  efforts  are  to  be 
carried  out. 

In  accordance  with  the  Nevada  State  Protocol  Agreement,  the  BLM  initiated  formal  Section  106 
consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  during  development,  review  and  approval 
of  the  Programmatic  Agreement  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  (Appendix  IB  of  the  Final  EIS). 
GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  signed  the  existing  Programmatic  Agreement.  In  September  2017  GRP 
Gold  Rock,  LLC  became  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Fiore  Gold  (US)  Inc.  The  existing 
Programmatic  Agreement  is  legal  until  such  time  as  another  Programmatic  Agreement  is  signed. 
Consultation  is  on-going  and  will  continue  until  project  completion. 

NATIVE  AMERICAN  CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 

Under  Executive  Order  (EO)  13084,  the  BLM  is  required  to  establish  regular  and  meaningful 
consultation  and  collaboration  with  Native  American  tribal  governments  on  the  development  of 
regulatory  policies  and  issuance  of  permits  that  could  significantly  or  uniquely  affect  their 
communities.  On  August  7, 2013,  the  BLM  initiated  government-to-government  consultation  for  the 
Project  by  sending  letters  to  the  following  federally  recognized  Native  American  tribes: 
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•  Battle  Mountain  Band  Council  of  the  Te-Moak  Tribe  of  Western  Shoshone  Indians  of 
Nevada; 

•  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Goshute  Indian  Reservation,  Nevada  and  Utah; 

•  Duckwater  Shoshone  Tribe  of  the  Duckwater  Reservation,  Nevada; 

•  Elko  Band  Council  of  the  Te-Moak  Tribe  of  Western  Shoshone  Indians  of  Nevada; 

•  Ely  Shoshone  Tribe  of  Nevada; 

•  Las  Vegas  Tribe  of  Paiute  Indians  of  the  Las  Vegas  Indian  Colony,  Nevada; 

•  Moapa  Band  of  Paiutes  of  the  Moapa  River  Indian  Reservation,  Nevada; 

•  Paiute  Indian  Tribe  of  Utah; 

•  South  Fork  Band  Council  of  the  Te-Moak  Tribe  of  Western  Shoshone  Indians  of  Nevada; 

•  Te-Moak  Tribe  of  the  Western  Shoshone  Indians  of  Nevada; 

•  Wells  Band  Council  of  the  Te-Moak  Tribe  of  Western  Shoshone  Indians  of  Nevada;  and 

•  Yomba  Shoshone  Tribe  of  the  Yomba  Reservation,  Nevada 

The  letters  were  sent  to  inform  the  various  tribes  of  the  proposed  undertaking  and  to  solicit  their 
concerns  regarding  the  possible  presence  of  properties  of  traditional  religious  and  cultural 
importance  within  the  PoO  area  boundary. 

A 

Section  6.1  of  the  Final  EIS  details  the  BLM's  consultation  with  the  tribes  on  the  preparation  of 
the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  EIS  through  meetings,  conference  calls,  and  written  communication 
via  e-mail  and  posted  letter.  BLM  consultation  with  tribes  and  tribal  organizations  will  continue 
until  project  completion  to  address  concerns  as  they  arise,  and  to  work  together  in  developing 
appropriate  measures  to  protect  sites  of  tribal  importance. 

APPEAL  STATEMENT 

This  Decision  is  subject  to  appeal  pursuant  to  43  CFR  §  3809.800.  A  party  that  is  adversely 
affected  may  file  such  an  appeal  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  in  43  CFR  Part  4.  An  appeal 
shall  be  filed  not  later  than  30  days  after  the  date  the  ROD  is  issued.  Form  1 842-1 ,  “Information  on 
Taking  Appeals  to  the  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals,"  is  included  as  Attachment  2  of  this  ROD. 
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ATTACHMENT  1 


Summary  of  Design  Features  and  Applicant-committed 
Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

Water  Resources 

•  Surface  water  quality, 
quantity 

•  Groundwater  quality, 
quantity 

•  Construct  access  roads  and  fords  that  cross  drainage  channels  to  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) 
road  standards. 

•  Do  not  construct  new  roads  or  mechanical  fire  control  lines  or  improve  existing  roads  within  300  feet  of 
a  drainage  channel  without  prior  authorization. 

•  Limit  drainage  crossings  on  travel  routes  and  trails  to  the  minimal  number  necessary  to  minimize 
sedimentation  and  compaction. 

•  Close  surface  drill  holes  per  Nevada  Revised  Statute  534. 

•  Install  erosion  control  berms,  silt  fence,  straw  bales,  detention  basins,  or  other  features  as  necessary  in 
areas  prone  to  erosion. 

•  Comply  with  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental  Protection  (NDEP)  Water  Pollution  Control  Permit 
(WPCP)  requirements. 

•  Construct  and  maintain  runoff  diversions  and  sediment  control  basins. 

•  Perform  concurrent  reclamation  to  the  extent  reasonable. 

•  Construct  and  operate  all  process  systems  as  no-discharge  facilities. 

•  Manage  any  potentially  acid-generating  (PAG)  waste  rock  to  minimize  generation  of  acid  rock 
drainage. 

•  Monitor  waste  rock  disposal  areas  (WRDAs)  for  surface  seeps  and  take  mitigative  actions  as 
necessary. 

•  Install  wells  to  monitor  water  quality. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the 
tailings  storage  facility  (TSF)  as  summarized  in  Section  2.3.9  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project  (FEIS)  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  Nevada  Division  of 
Water  Resources  (NDWR)  permitting  requirements. 

•  Conduct  quarterly  visual  monitoring  of  Green  Springs  and  Big  Bull  Spring  from  at  least  one  year  prior  to 

mine  construction  until  active  leaching  and/or  milling  stops  at  the  mine,  if  permission  for  access  can  be 
obtained.  If  visual  monitoring  indicates  reduced  flows,  the  proponent  will  initiate  discussions  with  the 
BLM  and  begin  investigations  into  why  the  observed  reduction  in  flow  has  occurred.  If  a  Gold  Rock 
Mine-caused  reduction  in  flow  is  determined  to  have  occurred,  discussions  with  the  BLM  on  mitigation 
will  be  immediately  initiated.  . _  „  . 

Wetlands 

•  Disruption  of  wetlands 

•  Avoid  disturbance  in  wetlands. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements.  

Geology  and 
Minerals 

•  Removal  of  mineral 

resources 

•  Pits  with  remaining  resources  will  not  be  backfilled. 

•  Address  safety  issues  related  to  pits  with  barriers,  berms,  and  signage. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 
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Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

Paleontology 

•  Loss  of  paleontological 
resources  of  scientific 
interest 

•  If  paleontological  resources  of  potential  scientific  interest  are  encountered  (including  all  vertebrate 
fossils  and  deposits  of  petrified  wood),  leave  them  intact  and  immediately  bring  them  to  the  attention  of 
the  BLM  Authorized  Officer. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 

Soils 

•  Soil  erosion  (wind  and 
water) 

•  Use  existing  roads  as  much  as  possible. 

•  When  preparing  the  site  for  disturbance,  include  BMPs  appropriate  for  site-specific  conditions. 

•  Load  and  unload  equipment  on  existing  roads,  consistent  with  Nevada  and  Northeastern  California 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  Approved  Resource  Management  Plan  Amendment  2015  (GRSG  LUPA) 
management  decisions  (MDs)  for  special  status  species  (SSS)  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding 
required  design  feature  (RDF)  general  feature  (GEN)  22  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Store  plant  growth  media  in  stable  stockpiles. 

•  Upon  completion  or  temporary  suspension  of  mining  operations,  re-contour  disturbed  areas  to  the 
approximate  natural  slope  with  slopes  at  3H:1  V  or  to  the  original  topography,  whichever  is  less. 

•  If  stockpiles  will  remain  over  a  growing  season,  seed  with  interim  seed  mix. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 

Air  Quality 

•  Fugitive  dust  from  roads 
and  loading/dumping 

•  Exhaust  emissions 

•  Reduction  of  airborne 
fugitive  dust 

•  Fugitive  dust  during  mining 
activities 

•  Comply  with  NDEP  air  permits. 

•  Where  feasible  and  to  the  extent  practicable,  purchase  or  rent  vehicles  and  machinery  equipped  with 
the  highest  tier  engines  available. 

•  Where  feasible  and  to  the  extent  practicable,  use  diesel  fuel  having  lower  sulfur  content. 

•  Maintain  equipment  to  the  manufacturer’s  specifications  to  ensure  proper  function. 

•  Use  dust  abatement  techniques  on  unpaved,  unvegetated  surfaces  to  minimize  airborne  dust,  consistent 
with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B.  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  7  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Post  and  enforce  appropriate  speed  limits  within  the  Plan  area. 

Vegetation 

•  Loss  of  native  vegetation 

•  Where  seeding  is  required,  use  appropriate  seed  mixture  and  seeding  techniques  approved  by  the  BLM. 

•  Reclaim  with  interim  and  final  seed  mixes. 

•  Generally,  conduct  reclamation  with  native  species  that  are  representative  of  the  indigenous  species 
present  in  the  adjacent  habitat.  Possible  exceptions  will  include  use  of  non-native  species  for  a 
temporary  cover  crop  to  out-compete  weeds.  In  all  cases,  ensure  that  seed  mixes  are  approved  by  the 
BLM  prior  to  planting. 

•  Reclaim  disturbed  areas  in  accordance  with  the  approved  reclamation  plan.  Disturbance  will  be  re¬ 
contoured  to  blend  with  the  natural  topography,  erosion  stabilized,  and  an  acceptable  vegetative  cover 
established  in  accordance  with  Nevada  Guidelines  for  Successful  Revegetation  (NDEP  1998b  in  FEIS) 
prepared  by  the  Nevada  Division  of  Environmental  Protection,  the  BLM,  and  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  Forest  Service. 
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Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

o  Curl-leaf  mountain  mahogany  {Cercocarpus  ledifolius  Nutt.)  shrubs,  and  single-leaf  pinyon  pine 
( Pinus  monophylla)  and  juniper  ( Juniperus  osteosperma )  trees  will  be  removed  only  as  necessary 
in  proposed  disturbance  areas,  recognizing  the  length  of  time  required  for  these  species  to 
establish. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 

•  In  the  event  of  a  wildland  fire  that  is  determined  to  have  been  caused  by  activities  associated  with 
construction  or  operation  of  the  Gold  Rock  Mine  Project,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  work  with  the  BLM 
to  complete  necessary  mitigation  or  reclamation  of  the  burned  area. 

Non-Native  Invasive 
Species 

•  Increasing  weed  infestation 
from  existing  local  sources 

•  Prior  to  project  approval,  a  site-specific  weed  survey  will  be  performed,  and  a  weed  risk  assessment 
will  be  completed. 

•  Prior  to  the  start  of  construction  activities,  develop  a  noxious  weed  management  plan  consistent  with 
GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  12  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Conduct  monitoring  for  a  period  no  shorter  than  the  life  of  the  permit  or  until  bond  release,  and  provide 
monitoring  reports  to  the  BLM. 

•  Continue  to  work  with  the  BLM,  the  Tri-County  Weed  Control  Program,  and  the  Newark  Valley/Long 
Valley  Cooperative  Weed  Management  Area  to  prevent  the  spread  of  invasive,  non-native  species  in 
the  area  affected  by  the  approved  project. 

•  If  the  spread  of  noxious  weeds  is  noted,  determine  appropriate  weed  control  procedures  in  consultation 
with  BLM  personnel  and  consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding 

RDF  GEN  12  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Should  chemical  methods  be  approved,  submit  a  Pesticide  Use  Proposal  to  the  BLM  60  days  prior  to 
the  planned  application  date. 

•  During  clearing  and  grubbing  in  areas  where  a  high  prevalence  of  weedy  species  is  present,  do  not 
salvage  plant  growth  media.  Instead  bury  this  growth  media  in  a  WRDA. 

•  Provide  information  and  training  regarding  noxious  weed  management  and  identification  to  all 
personnel  who  will  be  affiliated  with  the  implementation  and  maintenance  phases  of  the  project. 

•  Clean  vehicles  and  equipment  with  power  or  high-pressure  equipment  after  leaving  a  weed-infested 
area  of  the  mine,  consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN 
12  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  All  interim  and  final  seed  mixes,  hay,  straw,  hay/straw,  or  other  organic  products  used  for  reclamation 
or  stabilization  activities,  feed,  or  bedding  will  be  certified  free  of  plant  species  listed  on  the  Nevada 
Noxious  Weed  List  or  specifically  identified  by  the  BLM. 

•  Keep  removal  and  disturbance  of  vegetation  to  a  minimum  through  construction  site  management. 

•  Reclamation  will  be  accomplished  with  native  species  whenever  feasible,  and  when  possible  will  be 
concurrent  with  mining  activities.  These  will  be  representative  of  the  indigenous  species  present  in  the 
adjacent  habitat.  In  all  cases,  seed  mixes  will  be  approved  by  the  BLM  prior  to  application. 
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Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

•  No  noxious  weeds  will  be  allowed  on  the  site  at  the  time  of  reclamation  release.  Any  noxious  weeds 
that  become  established  will  be  controlled. 

Wildlife 

•  Disturbance  to  wildlife 
habitat 

•  Disturbance  to  big  game 
habitat 

•  During  exploration  activities: 

o  Construct  each  sump  with  a  slope  on  at  least  one  side  for  easy  access/egress  by  trapped  wildlife. 
Fence  sumps  with  safety  netting  to  keep  large  animals  out  and  provide  a  warning  for  recreational 
traffic.  Use  standard,  non-toxic,  drilling  muds  and  additives  during  the  exploration  process.  Sumps 
no  longer  needed  will  be  allowed  to  dry  by  infiltration  or  evaporation  to  prevent  discharge  of  drilling 
fluids  during  reclamation.  Per  BLM  IM  NVLOOOO-201 1-008,  sumps  are  required  to  be  liquid-free” 
within  30  days  of  drilling  completion.  Extenuating  circumstances  requiring  that  a  sump  remain  open 
will  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  Sumps  using  liners  to  hold  fluids  for  core  drilling  will  be 
pumped  to  an  unlined  sump,  the  fluid  allowed  to  infiltrate/evaporate,  and  the  liners  removed  or 
ripped  and  buried  in  place,  as  determined  by  the  BLM.  Once  dry,  the  sumps  will  be  backfilled  and 
graded  to  the  natural  contour.  A  drill  pad  and  sump  may  be  used  for  more  than  one  drill  hole, 
o  Partially  backfill  an  excavated  trench  and  use  as  a  sump  where  feasible  to  minimize  surface 
disturbance. 

•  Instruct  construction  employees  to  avoid  harassment  and  disturbance  of  wildlife,  especially  during  the 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  breeding  season  (e.g.,  courtship  and  nesting),  and  prohibit  the  presence  of  pets 
on  site  during  construction,  consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding 
RDF  19  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Construct  8-foot  chain-link  fencing  around  the  process  ponds  and  place  bird  balls,  hexagonal  floating 
discs,  or  other  best  available  technology  in  the  process  ponds  to  discourage  access  by  birds  or  bats,  in 
accordance  with  its  Industrial  Artificial  Pond  Permit  from  NDOW. 

•  Reclaim  disturbed  areas  as  soon  as  activities  are  complete. 

•  Use  dust  abatement  techniques  on  unpaved,  unvegetated  surfaces  to  minimize  airborne  dust 
consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  7  (FEIS  Appendix 
1A). 

•  Post  and  enforce  appropriate  speed  limits  within  the  Plan  area  to  minimize  the  potential  for  collisions 
with  wildlife,  consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  5 
(FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Construct  wildlife-friendly  fence  according  to  BLM  specifications  along  the  perimeter  of  the  mine  area, 
consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MD  SSS  11  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Consider  seasonal  distribution  of  large  wildlife  species  in  particular  when  determining  methods  used  to 
accomplish  weed  and  insect  control  objectives. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 

•  Use  anti-glare  light  fixtures  with  fugitive  light  control  designs  to  limit  the  extent  to  which  artificial  lighting 
is  visible  from  adjacent  wildlife  habitats. 

Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

•  If  wildlife  mortality  occurs  in  the  mine  area  at  a  higher  than  expected  rate,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will 
work  with  NDOW  to  develop  suitable  environmental  protection  measures. 

Migratory  Birds 

•  Migratory  bird  nesting 
interruption 

•  Disturbance  to  active  raptor 
nests 

In  addition  to  Applicant-Committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures  (EPMs)  noted  in  the  "Wildlife" 

section  of  this  table: 

•  A  qualified  biologist  will  conduct  nesting  surveys  for  migratory  birds  if  construction  activity  involving 
habitat  removal  needed  to  occur  between  May  15  and  July  31. 

•  For  non-raptor  migratory  birds,  nest  clearance  surveys  will  cover  all  potential  nesting  habitat  in  and 
within  600  feet  of  the  area  to  be  disturbed  and  ground-disturbing  activity  must  be  conducted  within  7 
days  of  surveys  or  additional  surveys  will  be  required  to  "re-clear  the  area.  If  nests  were  found,  the 
“BLM  Ely  District  Recommended  Bird  Nest  Buffer  Sizes"  document  (BLM  201 2i)  (FEIS  Appendix  2A) 
will  be  followed  to  determine  the  appropriate  buffer  size  for  avoidance  of  activity  and/or  mitigation,  as 
appropriate. 

•  For  each  year  during  which  construction  activity  is  planned  to  occur  between  May  1  and  July  15,  at 
least  two  pre-construction  breeding-season  raptor  nest  surveys  will  be  conducted  (one  in  March  and 
one  in  May),  subject  to  seasonal  variation.  Nest  surveys  will  cover  all  potential  nesting  habitat  in  and 
within  0.5  mile  of  the  area  to  be  disturbed.  If  active  raptor  nests  are  found,  a  0.5-mile  buffer  will  be 
applied  for  avoidance  of  construction  activity  from  May  1  through  July  15,  in  accordance  with  the  Ely 
District  Resource  Management  Plan  (BLM  2008b).  Where  a  0.5-mile  raptor  nest  buffer  is  not  feasible, 
GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  coordinate  with  the  USFWS,  NDOW,  and  BLM  on  a  case  by  case  basis  to 
develop  appropriate  protective  measures  for  breeding  raptors  including  implementation  of  a  USFWS- 
approved  bird  and  bat  conservation  strategy  (BBCS)  similar  to  the  BBCS  developed  for  the  Pan  Mine, 
along  with  an  eagle  conservation  plan,  if  required.  If  appropriate  and  required  by  USFWS,  GRP  Gold 
Rock,  LLC  will  obtain  a  nest  removal  permit. 

•  Do  not  conduct  noxious  and  invasive  weed  control  within  0.5  mile  of  nesting  and  brood  rearing  areas 
for  migratory  birds  during  the  nesting  and  brood  rearing  season,  between  March  15  and  July  31. 

•  Use  APLIC  avian  deterring  design  measures  (APLIC  2006,  APLIC  2012),  APLIC  BMPs  for  electric 
utilities  in  Greater  Sage-Grouse  habitat  (APLIC  2015),  or  best  available  technology,  consistent  with 
GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDFs  GEN  11,  and  MD  SSS  13  (FEIS 
Appendix  1A). 

Special  Status 
Animal  Species  1 

•  Herbicide  application  in 
areas  of  special  status 
species 

•  Non-native  invasive 
species  control  in  special 
status  species  areas 

•  Greater  Sage-Grouse 
breeding  (strutting  and 
nesting)  interruptions 
(March  1  to  May  15) 

In  addition  to  Applicant-Committed  EPMs  noted  in  the  "Wildlife”  section  of  this  table: 

•  When  managing  weeds  in  areas  of  special  status  species,  carefully  consider  the  effects  of  the 
treatment  on  such  species.  Wherever  possible,  use  mechanical  methods  to  manage  weeds.  Apply 
herbicides  only  as  a  last  resort  and  hand-spray  herbicides  over  other  methods  of  application.  Use 

BMPs  to  reduce  herbicide  drift  during  application. 

•  Do  not  conduct  noxious  and  invasive  weed  control  within  0.5  mile  of  nesting  and  brood  rearing  areas 
for  special  status  species  during  the  nesting  and  brood  rearing  season,  consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA 
MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  12  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Avoid  line-of-sight  views  between  tall  structures  and  Greater  Sage-Grouse  leks,  whenever  feasible. 
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Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

- - 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

•  Surface  disturbance  in 
Greater  Sage-Grouse  lek 
areas 

•  Ferruginous  hawk  nesting 
interruptions 

•  Golden  eagle  disturbance 

•  Pygmy  rabbits  and  pygmy 
rabbit  habitat  disturbance 

•  Special  status  bat  species 
disturbance 

•  Within  1,968  feet  (600  meters)  of  Priority  Habitat  Management  Area  (PHMA)  and  General  Habitat 
Management  Area  (GHMA),  implement  line  strike  diverters  and  perch  deterrents  on  power  poles  along 
the  approved  power  line. 

•  Control  litter  to  minimize  the  supplemental  feeding  of  ravens. 

•  Obtain  raven  depredation  permit  from  USFWS  or  operate  under  NDOW  permit  to  address  raven 
nesting  on  facility  structures,  if  feasible. 

•  Mark  fences  within  PHMA  and  GHMA  according  to  NRCS  (2012)  guidelines  to  increase  their  visibility 
to  Greater  Sage-Grouse. 

•  When  reclaiming  impacted  areas,  include  restoration  objectives  to  meet  Greater  Sage-Grouse  habitat 
needs. 

•  For  each  year  during  which  construction  activity  is  planned  to  occur  between  May  1  and  July  15.  retain 
a  qualified  biologist(s)  to  conduct  at  least  two  pre-construction  breeding-season  raptor  nest  surveys 
(one  in  March  and  one  in  May),  subject  to  seasonal  variation.  If  active  raptor  nests  are  found,  a  0.5- 
mile  buffer  will  be  applied  for  avoidance  of  construction  activity  from  May  1  through  July  15,  in 
accordance  with  the  Ely  District  Resource  Management  Plan  (BLM  2008b).  Where  a  0.5-mile  raptor 
nest  buffer  is  not  feasible,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  coordinate  with  the  USFWS,  NDOW,  and  BLM  on 
a  case-by-case  basis  to  develop  appropriate  protective  measures  for  breeding  raptors  including 
implementation  of  a  USFWS-approved  bird  and  bat  conservation  strategy  (BBCS),  similar  to  the  BBCS 
developed  for  the  Pan  Mine,  along  with  an  eagle  conservation  plan,  if  required.  If  appropriate  and 
required  by  USFWS,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  obtain  a  nest  removal  permit. 

•  Identify  pygmy  rabbit  habitat  (either  occupied  or  not)  and  avoid  during  natal  season  (February  15 
through  July  1  based  on  the  latitude  at  which  the  project  area  is  located  and  information  in  Elias  et  al. 
(2006)  and  Estes-Zumpf  and  Rachlow  (2009)),  including  a  200-foot  buffer. 

•  Before  conducting  surface-disturbing  exploration  activities  in  the  north-northwest  portion  of  the  Plan 
area  where  signs  of  pygmy  rabbit  were  detected  during  baseline  studies,  use  a  bush  hog  or  similar 
equipment  to  mow  vegetation  in  the  proposed  area  of  disturbance  prior  to  February  15  or  after  July  1  in 
the  same  calendar  year  that  the  exploration  disturbance  will  occur. 

•  In  areas  where  pygmy  rabbit  habitat  has  been  identified  and  exploration  surface  disturbance  is 
proposed,  conduct  a  survey  for  occurrence  of  pygmy  rabbit  every  5  years  using  latest  protocols. 

•  Conduct  pale  kangaroo  mouse  and  dark  kangaroo  mouse  surveys  1  year  prior  to  start  of  construction. 

•  Conduct  bat  surveys  where  appropriate. 

•  Do  not  disturb  bats  while  they  are  hibernating.  Avoid  disturbance  within  0.5  mile  of  underground  mine 
openings  unless  the  mines  are  surveyed  and  deemed  not  important  for  bats. 

Range  Resources 

•  Livestock 

•  Loss  of  forage 

•  Fence  active  mine  areas  to  exclude  livestock,  minimizing  risk  of  injury  to  livestock. 

•  Post  and  enforce  speed  limits  for  safety  and  protection  of  livestock  within  the  Plan  area. 

•  Reclaim  disturbed  areas  to  restore  forage  resources. 

•  Install  cattle  guards  along  project  roads  to  exclude  livestock  and  wild  horses  from  the  fenced  mine  area 
and  minimize  risk  of  injury  to  livestock,  wild  horses,  or  people  or  damage  to  physical  property. 

Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

•  Wherever  feasible  to  maintain  public  safety  and  security,  shift  the  mine  area  perimeter  fence  line  to 
allow  more  room  for  livestock  herds  to  move  freely  past  the  mine;  maintaining  public  safety  will  involve 
maintaining  a  technically  safe  and  secure  distance  from  the  mine  facilities  (typically  at  least  1,000  feet 
between  the  mine  facilities  and  the  mine  area  fence). 

Wild  Horses 

•  Wild  horses 

•  Loss  of  forage 

•  Post  and  enforce  speed  limits  for  safety  and  protection  of  wild  horses  within  the  Plan  area. 

•  Fence  active  mine  areas  to  exclude  horses. 

•  Reclaim  disturbed  areas  to  restore  forage  resources. 

Land  Use, 
Authorization,  and 
Access 

•  Post-mining  configuration 
of  access  roads 

•  Public  safety 

•  Maintain  security  fencing  and  signage  during  operations  to  control  access  to  active  mine  operations, 
consistent  with  GRSG  LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C,  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  6  (FEIS  Appendix 
1A). 

•  Provide  permanent  barriers  and  berms  to  control  public  access  to  pit  highwalls. 

•  Establish  post-mining  access  in  conjunction  with  White  Pine  County’s  Title  V  Right-of-Way 
amendment. 

•  Use  traffic  control  measures  during  operations. 

•  Implement  risk  reduction  measures  in  the  construction,  operation,  reclamation,  and  closure  of  the  TSF 
as  summarized  in  FEIS  Section  2.3.9  and  in  compliance  with  NDEP  and  NDWR  permitting 
requirements. 

Recreation 

•  Potential  restriction  of 
recreation  use 

•  Reclaim  as  soon  as  activities  are  complete  to  restore  recreation  access. 

Visual  Resources 

•  Light  pollution 

•  Viewshed 

•  Use  anti-glare  light  fixtures  with  fugitive  light  control  designs  to  limit  light  pollution. 

•  Reclaim  disturbed  areas  as  soon  as  activities  are  complete. 

•  Place  light  fixtures  at  the  lowest  practical  height  and  direct  at  the  ground  and/or  work  areas  to  avoid 
being  cast  skyward  or  over  long  distances. 

•  Berms  required  for  haul  roads  will  minimize  visibility  of  vehicle  lights  emanating  from  haul  roads  and 
the  pit  areas  that  may  be  directed  toward  public  roads  during  travel.  In  the  pit  and  WRDAs,  the  lights 
and  equipment  will  be  naturally  shielded  by  the  pit  walls  and  distance.  In  the  Plan  Area,  the  lights  will 
be  naturally  shielded  by  distance  from  US  50,  which  is  about  15  miles  north  of  the  proposed  project. 

•  Incorporate  shields  and/or  louvers  on  light  fixtures  where  possible  and  use  full  cut-off  type. 

•  Paint  or  stain  buildings  to  produce  flat-toned,  non-reflective  surfaces. 

•  Use  dimmers,  timers,  and  motion  sensors  where  appropriate. 

•  Minimize  light  reflectance  by  reducing  fugitive  dust  particles  to  reduce  "sky  glow.” 

Cultural  Resources 

•  Cultural  resources 

•  Prior  to  surface  disturbing  activities,  permitted  archeologists  will  conduct  inventories  for  un-surveyed 
sites  or  those  not  evaluated  within  the  past  10  years. 

•  BLM  will  determine  level  of  inventory  needed  (Class  1,  II,  or  III,  reconnaissance  or  none). 

•  Avoid  all  historic  properties  and  cultural  resources  if  possible. 

•  If  avoidance  is  not  possible,  develop  treatment  plan  for  the  historic  properties  affected  by  the  proposed 
disturbance. 
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Summary  Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measures 


Critical  Element/ 
Resource 

Potential  Concern 

Applicant-committed  Environmental  Protection  Measure 

•  If  un-identified  resources  are  discovered,  ensure  that  all  activities  associated  with  the  undertaking 
(within  100  meters  of  a  discovery)  are  halted  and  the  discovery  is  appropriately  protected  until  the  BLM 
authorized  officer  issues  a  Notice  to  Proceed. 

•  Submit  all  cultural  reports  to  the  BLM. 

•  Inform  all  persons  associated  with  the  project  that  knowingly  disturbing  cultural  resources  (historic  or 
archaeological)  or  collecting  artifacts  is  illegal. 

Socioeconomics 

•  Housing  shortages 

•  Emergency  services 
demand 

•  Increased  traffic 

•  Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  ROD  and  approval  of  a  right-of-way  grant,  and  prior  to  the  initiation 
of  construction,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  undertake  an  assessment  of  regional  labor  force  conditions 
and  the  availability  of  sales  and  rental  housing,  RV  and  mobile  home  spaces,  and  readily  developable 
lots  in  Ely,  Eureka  and  nearby  unincorporated  areas  of  White  Pine  and  Eureka  counties. 

•  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  also  review  the  residency  patterns  of  Pan  Mine  employees  before  and  after 
hiring  to  benefit  from  the  recent  experience  of  a  similar  mine  in  a  nearby  location.  If  housing  shortages 
exist  at  that  time,  GRP  Gold  Rock,  LLC  will  consult  with  White  Pine  and  Eureka  counties  and  the  City 
of  Ely  to  discuss  strategies  to  accommodate  its  workforce  housing  needs. 

Hazardous  and 

Solid 

Waste/Hazardous 

Materials 

•  Accidental  spills  of 
hydrocarbons  that  could 
contaminate  water,  soil, 
and  vegetation 

•  Storage  of  hazardous 
materials 

•  Handling  of  hazardous  and 
solid  wastes 

•  Transportation  of 
hazardous  materials 

•  Potential  of  public  mine  site 
accidents 

•  Implement  a  training  program  to  inform  employees  of  their  responsibilities  in  proper  waste  disposal 
procedures. 

•  Take  measures  to  isolate,  control,  and  properly  dispose  of  toxic  and  hazardous  materials. 

•  Remove  and  properly  dispose  of  all  trash,  garbage,  debris,  and  foreign  matter,  consistent  with  GRSG 
LUPA  MDs  SSS  2C.  SSS  3B,  and  SSS  4  regarding  RDF  GEN  13  (FEIS  Appendix  1A). 

•  Maintain  the  disposal  site  and  leave  it  in  a  clean  and  safe  condition. 

•  Do  not  allow  burning  at  the  site  without  prior  approval. 

•  Do  not  drain  oil  or  lubricants  onto  the  ground  surface. 

•  Immediately  clean  up  any  spills  smaller  than  25  gallons;  clean  up  spills  larger  than  25  gallons  as  soon 
as  possible  and  report  the  incident  to  the  BLM  and  NDEP. 

•  Containerize  petroleum  products  such  as  gasoline,  diesel  fuel,  and  lubricants  in  approved  containers. 

•  Properly  store  hazardous  materials  in  separate  containers  to  prevent  mixing,  drainage,  or  accidents. 

•  Clean  up  spills  in  accordance  with  NDEP  guidelines. 

•  Restrict  public  access  locally  during  active  mining. 

ATTACHMENT  2 


Form  1842-1:  Information  on  Taking  Appeals 
to  the  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals 


Form  1842-1 


(September  2005) 

UNITED  STATES 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

INFORMATION  ON  TAKING  APPEALS  TO  THE  INTERIOR  BOARD  OF  LAND  APPEALS 

DO  NOT  APPEAL  UNLESS 


This  decision  is  adverse  to  you 

AND 

You  believe  it  is  incorrect 

IF  YOU  APPEAL,  THE  FOLLOWING  PROCEDURES  MUST  BE  FOLLOWED 

1  NOTICE  OF 

APPEAL . 

A  person  served  with  the  decision  being  appealed  must  transmit  the  notice  of  appeal  in  time  for  it  to  be  filed  in  the 

.  office  where  it  is  required  to  be  filed  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  service  If  a  decision  is  published  in  the 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  a  person  not  served  with  the  decision  must  transmit  a  notice  of  appeal  in  time  for  it  to  be  filed 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  publication  (43  CFR  4  411  and  4  413) 

2  WHERE  TO  FILE 
NOTICE  OF 
APPEAL . 

US  Dept  of  the  Interior  US  Dept  of  the  Interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  Office  of  Hearings  &  Appeals 

.  702  North  Industrial  Way  And  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals 

Ely,  Nevada  89301  801  North  Quincy  Street  MS  300-QC 

Arlington,  VA  22203 

WITH  COPY  TO 
SOLICITOR . 

US  Dcpl  of  the  Interior 

.  Office  of  the  Solicitor 

Pacific  Southwest  Region 

2800  Cottage  Way,  Rm  E-2753 

Sacramento,  CA  95825-1890 

3.  ST  ATEMENT  OF  REASONS  Within  30  days  alter  filing  the  Notice  of  Appeal,  File  a  complete  statement  of  the  reasons  why  yon  arc  appealing  This 


WITH  COPY  TO . 

must  be  filed  with  the  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Interior  Board  of 

Land  Appeals,  80 1  North  Quincy  Street.  MS  300-QC,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203  If  you  fully  staled  your  reasons  for 
appealing  when  filing  the  Notice  of  Appeal,  no  additional  statement  is  necessary  (43  CFR  4  4 1 2  and  4  4 1 3) 

.  US  Dept  of  the  Interior  US  Dept  of  the  Interior 

Office  of  the  Solicitor  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Pacific  Southwest  Region  And  702  North  Industrial  Way 

2800  Cottage  Way,  Rm  E-2753  Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Sacramento,  CA  95825-1890 

4.  ADVERSE 

PARTIES . 

Within  15  days  after  each  document  is  filed,  cacli  adverse  party  named  in  the  decision  and  the  Regional  Solicitor  or 

.  Field  Solicitor  having  jurisdiction  over  the  State  in  which  the  appeal  arose  must  be  served  with  a  copy  of:  (a)  the 

Notice  of  Appeal,  (b)  the  Statement  of  Reasons,  and  (c)  any  other  documents  filed  (43  CFR  4.4 13).  If  the  decision 
concerns  the  use  and  disposition  of  public  lands,  including  land  selections  under  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act,  as  amended,  service  will  be  made  upon  the  Associated  Solicitor,  Division  of  Land  and  Water  Resources,  Office 
of  the  Solicitor,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  If  the  decision  concerns  the  use  and 
disposition  of  mineral  resources,  service  will  be  made  upon  the  Associated  Solicitor,  Division  of  Mineral  Resources, 
Office  of  the  Solicitor,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Intenor,  Washington,  D  C.  20240. 

5.  PROOF  OF 

SERVICE . 

Within  1 5  days  after  any  document  is  served  on  an  adverse  party,  file  proof  of  that  service  with  the  United  States 

.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals,  801  North  Quincy  Street. 

MS  300-QC,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  This  may  consist  of  a  certified  or  registered  mail  "Return  Receipt  Card" 
signed  by  the  adverse  party  (43  CFR  4.401  (c)}. 

6.  REQUEST  FOR 
STAY . 

Except  where  program-specific  regulations  place  this  decision  in  full  force  and  efiect  or  provide  for  an  automatic  stay, 

.  the  decision  becomes  effective  upon  the  expiration  of  the  time  allowed  for  filing  an  appeal  unless  a  petition  for  a  stay 

is  timely  filed  together  with  a  Notice  of  Appeal  (43  CFR  4.2 1 ).  If  you  wish  to  file  a  petition  for  a  stay  of  the 
effectiveness  of  this  decision  during  the  time  that  your  appeal  is  being  reviewed  by  the  Interior  Board  of  Land 

Appeals,  the  petition  for  a  stay  must  accompany  your  notice  of  appeal  (43  CFR  4.2 1  or  43  CFR  2804. 1 ).  A  petition  for 
a  stay  is  required  to  show  sufficient  justification  based  on  the  standards  listed  below.  Copies  of  the  Notice  of  Appeal 
and  Petition  for  a  Stay  must  also  be  submitted  to  each  party'  named  in  this  decision  and  to  the  Interior  Board  of  Land 
Appeals  and  to  the  appropriate  Office  of  die  Solicitor  (43  CFR  4.4 1 3)  at  the  same  time  the  original  documents  arc  filed 
with  this  office.  If  you  request  a  stay,  you  have  the  burden  of  proof  to  demonstrate  that  a  stay  should  be  jointed. 

Standards  for  Obtaining  a  Stay.  Except  as  other  provided  by  law  or  oilier  pertinent  regulations,  a  petition  for  a  stay  of  a 
decision  pending  appeal  shall  show  sufficient  justification  based  on  the  following  standards:  ( 1 )  the  relative  harm  to 
the  parties  if  die  stay  is  granted  or  denied,  (2)  the  likelihood  of  the  appellant's  success  on  the  merits,  (3)  the  likelihood 
of  immediate  and  irreparable  harm  if  the  stay  is  not  granted,  and  (4)  whether  the  public  interest  favors  granting  the 
stay. 

(Continued  on  page  2) 
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Unless  tec  procedures  arc  followed  your  appeal  will  be  subject  1°  dismissal  (43  CFR  4  402)  Be  certain  that  all  communications  arc  identified  by 
serial  number  of  the  ease  being  appealed. 

NOTE:  A  document  is  not  filed  unlit  il  is  actually  received  in  the  proper  office  (43  CFR  4  401(a))  See  43  CFR  Pad  4.  subpad  b  for  general  rales 
relating  to  procedures  and  practice  involving  appeals 


43  CFR  SUBPART  1821— GENERAL  INFORMATION 

Sec  1 82 1 . 1 0  Where  arc  BLM  offices  located?  (a)  In  addition  to  the  Headquarters  Office  in  Washington.  D  C.  and  seven  national  level  support  and 
service  centers  BLM  operates  1 2  State  Offices  each  having  several  subsidiary  offices  called  Field  Offices.  The  addresses  of  die  State  Offices  can  be 
found  in  the  most  recent  edition  of  43  CFR  1821.10.  The  State  Office  geographical  areas  of  jurisdiction  arc  as  follows 


STATE  OFFICES  AND  AREAS  OF  JURISDICTION 


Alaska  State  Office 
Arizona  State  Office 
California  State  Office 
Colorado  Slate  Office 
Eastern  States  Office 

Idaho  State  Office 
Montana  Slate  Office 
Nevada  Slate  Office 
New  Mexico  Slate  Office 
Oregon  State  Office 
Utah  Slate  Office 
Wyoming  State  Office 


Alaska 

Arizona 

California 

Colorado 

Arkansas,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri 
and,  all  States  cast  of  the  Mississippi  River 
Idaho 

Montana,  North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota 
Nevada 

New  Mexico,  Kansas.  Oklahoma  and  Texas 

Oregon  and  Washington 

Utah 

Wyoming  and  Nebraska 


,b)  A  I, st  unite  names,  addresses,  and  geographical  araas  orj.tr.sdtc.:on  of  all  Field  Officcsof  the  Bureau  of  Laud  Management  can  be  ob,  anted  at  die 
above  addresses  or  any  office  of  the  Bureau  orUnd  Management,  including  the  Washington  Olficc,  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  1849  C  Street  NW, 

Washincton.  DC  20240 


(I  orm  1842-1,  September  2005) 
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